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(minlift miPiiviiHti) 

stfirq^ 

^ Iqwl, 14f^5ER5R, 2001 

Rmo r — 'HIMI'I, 3ltT% 3TUc<i etgi Pi'Mllrid 3000 

4000 n<*) ^ ^ w-tiSn ^ 3ii m itiV^ TRIV '^f min-titit 

uNt I 


it. 41/1/2001-3frjftT3rit.-in^ -jggS ^ ci^ 

aii^R'SR, 1975 cWT {iTff^ ^3ft tl5t ^ WrM 

^ 5ff^ 1995 ^ EZIPI H 

JB. 

2. Rnf^f^d jitor ^ 

(i) «i(t|ttir?l (f^ p?3ra jnter^ ^ tB?i w t) ^ 

^ 3Rf^ H^cJ^ 'd€ll'*l ^ 3lt^ % ^0 R^lcil fclR^ 

(ijBiBftow) ^nt^RJT PT^ t ^?rgTO ^oisi ariite, 

^ afrf (Rf^l ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

31®!^ ^ ^ Mf^ 3000 ^ 4000 ^f43 ^ 31 TotR< 1> iTYf 
'ttitn (Rf^t 41c; ^ 3j9>0^cn?to ^NIT %) 
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(ii) ^ 5^) ^ ai^-eiR '5»ra ^ ^ 

^ ^diqm JiRtPlI^^i 

(iii) ^ 21 RldM-^, 2001 ^ ^5=11 TjSt lIRcT ^ 

^^fsnrsr, sRiraRoi ^ irasiftRi w ^ tf^<P aiSlPl^R 

^ 313^ I ^ 3ISIW ^ 39.07 ^ TfSO 30% ^ 

tirMcT ^ ^ Tne^T^ 3n^ ^ ^ I 

(iv) 3nl^*i^ ^ <ii4vj|Rch ^qxRi irf?r ^ PiM(Rj\ 3iww(b\ Bcfr»r ^ 

3(k ^ ^ afrr ^ 3 pi% fcife^ tw ir^ ^ ^ 

3ra^ sRi^ fto I 

(v) ^ 6 ^ (3) ^ ^ Trf^r 

(vi) TTitoi^ % anrt^RT TmcT ^ ^ ^ PJnfcifea 

1 . ^ (ino) fprfilo, 239^ 

2. Tt%^ (mo) ferfito 189271 

3. ^0 'JliMM 

4. ^0 ^ Mle^^fjn TffiRIT (300) fclftO 

5. ^0 RO'iltd ^?f[PrcRI TJ^03?0 ^ 

6. ^0 ^ ^ t^iPlcbc^ 4>M»ft, itHl'H - 77541, ^O'J'HOIJD 

7. 775720-585 TjpWK^ 

(vii) ^dldl’HV nR^PtlM ^ aft 

^ ^ mra ft^ apn ^ 301^ ^ ^ ^ 

H^*1l<lcft W v3tT 7 PlytRd ?Hpf ^ aftdY ^ Oft dcK^ ^ I 
(vrii) ^i«f^ 4^ ^ PlHl^lf^d dO?frddT3ft/3II^Id^1 ^ yJHI4cft aMt ^ «ft- 

1. % 3iH?Ri i^^PT inof^o, 

2. ^ 3Rf^^ ^'Ti'f'^^l'lcl felfto, theRTdl 

3. ^0 ^4*i1'< 300 f^O ^^TOH f^dl g^'ll ’00310 

4. ^0 4^ 0>r0 3lT0f^0 OTdm «noT 

5 . fto 4to^o o^Tfi mo 1^0 m41^^- eosioi 

6. ^ ^ ^ 300^. OPK, 

7 . % 0 ^ 300^. d4lmi- 757043 

8. ^O ^ 300 1^, dO^'^gdl, dlcftOTdg^, Olf^ 

9 . fto mio 3irof^. mo d^#d mow. fSrai te, ^30»o 

10- ^o O^ 3nof^, ohfSl- 201301 

11. ^0 ^ ^iw (tf^) 300f?ro 3ioo3n|o^^ oeRi^ 

12. ^ OjJO ^03^5'^ 3nof^, Rld^or 

13. ^0 ^ mro mof^ 
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14. % ^ fflOfcKraR^ (^TSira)- 140 031 

15. ^ ^iPto, - 751 031 

16. % Tdfe^ - 605 009 

17. 4 Tproan^ 3^l»re wof^, 

18. ^0 ^ Jirof^ - roo oie 

19. ^ um ^iT4>T, 

20 . Ao TfTO^ 3lBMcn41< 

21 . % ^l=go inof^, urn = 1 = 5 ?^, 1^ %itwi 

22. % 3n0 f^fO , 

23. %) TTrorft ^ mofk) %S (^60110) 1^ 

24. ^ T^t^O ^f>t*T f^dl *8% 

25. Ao 3prW Pfiof^, 

26. ^ 3RIN in.t^., ^^eRifn - 700 001 

27. A. iftO^ ^ Mjf^O. 8J^<fKn - 700 007 

28. ^ ^ ^0 inof^o, ter '«t%cT 

29. % ^tHT T6t*T TnotcTO. ^080- 201 101 

30. ^ ^0 f^O, - 800 004 

31. Ao ^cil T8t*T TtTOf^O 8jci1d 'ft^fST, ^OJIO 

32. A. 8>m fcrPro, 

33. ^ 8>l*1 fclf^O , cHi^^ 'tJoilcl 

34. ^0 ^0 87t4 810 1^0 , - 500 018 

35. ^0 ^ 8it8, 

36. ^0 3^81 fct^O , ^5Rjg^ - 302 001 

37. ^ HIOfcTO, T?f^, 3185)3»8?D 

501 401 31HT 8^ 

38. % trrt 8l#»Tra^^. ^81?^ 4 

39. ^0 ^^1^0 8jR Mjf^O, 8lf^41l«lf^ (^080) 

40. % 880^0 mot^O. ^tR 8^ 


(ix) yM^>4?n3j1/ ^ ^ ^ ^ 8f^ 3!W ^3^ 

8^ ^ 1^ ^ I ^f ^ ^ fte?^ (8 to) f^o . f^fnng^ 

Am MTe^’4^-8 XJ^m 81^ fMilO l^fPTTp 3fr? xpn^ft, 

^1^ ^ ^ f^ ii 8l^ \3 tR 8^ % I 


(x) 8Tfe4Jr^ ^ f^d4^ 8lif^ sm 8^ 8X? ^ 31^ 

^ Mif^i^i “01^ ^ ^4v,iRa7 ^ "wi ^f ^8a*i ^ 3?k 3^ 

8lfM SRI ^ I 
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(xi) **** ^ Twt ^ 3iraR TR ^ 

^ t f^n!ptr ^ cT^ ^ ^ ^ ^rht ^ 11 

(xii) ^ ^ 1 arn^ 2000 ^ 30 2001 ct^ ^ t I 

(xiii) ^nw uRi^id-f ^ ^;^s3ncT ^ ^ 3rf?r?iT f»htw51, # anf 

anf, xRfi^ ^ ift -fMt ^ »ff i 

®f. <llf^«fe|t|>-d[ ^ f^WR 

3. ^ ani^ ai^M ^ ^ ^3n? - 

1 . t ^ ^ 1 ,'cjAiid t, ara: ^reitn ^ 

afR ail^q'f ^RR ^ *Hdl % I aidWI, 

Tft ^ aiRIRT / f^^qtcl ^ 

^?Rf^ ^ t I 

2. ’’TR^Rt xlC4l'*l fiRI ^3BIT^ TifT ^ 

Mlfelflld alR ^ ^ ^•I 

^ Wif 3RR ^ f I ^ VJcMifel 

Tf^1^i«id MifcRild aik ^ ^ aimiftlci 

i; »T ^nfeRitR, iitoi afR lAalPiiijRi ^>raf afR tJ'BsH 

: 1 i ^ f^mkor. towr ^ f^wr wn ^flT»TR ^ 

(t i t») ^tfRFRw ^ ifM ^ ^[R%r 1 1 ^ ^ crar^ afR 

l# >R 5lf^ Wm%l f I ^ ^ ^ 3Rd-^^ 

w-QF*! Rf ^ ^ I BRf aiR ^ ^ 

afTif'^tcT ^ mfcRild ^ qreiRi^ fRpfr ^ 

\ 

arjTR ^ ^ Tf aiT^ ^aiT ^ ^ ^f ^tht arpn ^nf^ I 

3. ^ ^ RRiWi ^ anr^ ^»tr^ ^ ^ ^ni5t ^rrar 

^f^an^f^t i^F^^iPnfttiB^^»TR^tR#tRtTf^=p5t 
t afR MRti*n ^ ^ ^ t I ^ 

Blf^ % ajR tflfer TR aiiflid 
JTff^r t ^ft tRcJ ^3iiRt ^ anrft ^ ^ 

ti 

an'^to wnSt ^ tR^ 13 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ I aidiqi , ^Tft ^ Plq^ctq* ^o<i1 tR 

'hl'HlH ^ M’Wiq th'Hl dl^ <<3^ ?ft viElVl ^ apl^ ^ 

aiR q>*i ^ fd^ ♦I'Ji^y m-^^ii ajR \i-^ qjiM?) eiPl xibt'fl 

I ^ t(^c^ vicjRi ^ mf^ci aii^id) aJR 


4. 
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w ^ I 

5. ^ ^ xJ^Kwii ^ ^ 1^ are# cprar ^ 

^;3=n t w=T ^1^^^^f^^f^^i^^rr 

t cfr ^ tnr arRTRT tor ^jiht arm^m) ^ ^^n^rr ^ i 

6. «r»^Rs«a^ tnfcpfl^ ^ Trrfer an^ncr % ^3«itn Ta>t 

«ff?r ^ ^ t alk ^ ^ ^■*TTt^ '^m aiFM 

^ 3it^ 3ff^^ fff^ aJT t I 

n. atrara*^ aih wft^wstrfaft ^ 

4. ^ftiST T^ ir^y^T in^ ^ffto, ^fRcf 

iii^^e fcrfJto, ^0^0 TiT?^ Tij|cra[40 

^nfpm^ in?^ f?»P>^«. ^ ferfitfe, 

fcifto. aRf?^^ ^'^'{^SfUd f^rf^t^. cFRTO> ^ 

T|5|pn^ iM**K! UJfie ferfSr^, Rl^Rl ^ fciPto, %I^ R»«Mfcl 

folft^, TJ^HOq^XJUPO fcjfili^ Tja ^ Tn^ 

^afR"^ Wf^FTO^^t - 

cra»#4>t 

^ ^<i»j 4 arra^R ao.ooo ^ ^r ^ t I 

5ffra^i^vs (TRio^jjro’ItoaflCRT^) ^ i 

^ jrtEilPiqil ^ ^fTw ^ ^ ^awja^ Micfl^d ^ 

^ ^ ^ 1 1 enrar ^r 4^ arerar 

^ MRq^«i W: ^ wiT^ ^ cmra ^ 4g^ 3rt?r^ ^ ^ I cmrP^ 
^ ^Rrsr ^ 14000 W)^D'fto'?o % afk 

^?wpf*ro#03i1o Tipf irg^ ^ t i 4?t 

nf^i afR 3p?r ^ ^ ^ afk ^ ^f 

oq^ "=!# f aik ^RuiiMWOM. qif^cW4Kl\ ^ Wa 
^ ^ aiqi'wR* WJ it arte ^ i 

^ ^ ^goRn ^ afrf 3ifc»^ ^ ^ ^mrf^ t 

afk^^r^ M>«?!'W't>M ^ 4>x*I^ wrtft ^ ^ ^ ^cra> ^nfcwtcr 

^ ^ aRT w ^ f^Rn#r afr? Tn!it^ ^T# 

t I 

"*!. ^ *fr^lPr^?r* ^ f^Hi4> 17-9-1996 ^ aPT^ ajfcW ^ 

9i^<wftj|cl ^4 j“ mf^qld ^ ^?T^ A ^pST R^TRT a?T I »ft^ 
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^iraRT^^ t^irf^ ^aiq^ ^ 3i^[^ ^ aikaHraw^ 
^ ^ I ^#iT ^ ^ airaT^ra? aif^f^* ^^ri 

^5^ ^ 3Rn^ ^ ^ ^ ^lP»lf^ct7 cfl^ TR ^ aii|^ ^ I 

^ WRRW <I*[|4)'5PI ^ 18 ^ wr W SJT I 

Ti^^atn^ aririt ^ ^ awnmiafi ^ ai^^ cim ^ ai^jnRl ^ ^ 

<i>R>a lafcl ^?PT5 TR '^*1 awnPknait ^ ^ROf ^ 
aft? qYcO^fd ^ airara % ^ ^nm ^ ^ i 

?nf^*i«*Ki1 ^ ^?qi^ ^ I tftfei^Td ^ ^ aicirai 

afh? ^ lirtMk 3iR#?n^, ift^^ft-i <pft«j^lH, ^ H^iftcfl-i 

afk ^^kRftopftoaft^ ^^ICRftoan^o f ^ t I ^ ^ 

^ ^ei^ ^ f^Rd ciRM ^ an^ ?i>r ^[Prf^ ^R=n 

^ ^ ^ I ^iift*icbdi ^ «»e?>q ^ 

eft aft? ^ ?i^ ai^tnf^ ipq Plti^Rd rtw aft? ai=?i irm? ?if^rfSw 

^T^l ^ ^Rft ^ 3RTOc? ?gl t 1 

^lft4>?4>di w ^ ?^ qicft?ftd ^ ^WTcH f^^Jptd ^ # 

aft? ?i? ^1 'h41 % aratcT 'M<t> mefl^^d <fjT ?n^ ^ 

tor ^ ^ f%?IT ^aiidT # I ^ ^if^f^ifM 4 

<Ilf^<hl*d1 ^ ^ ^ PlqlRd RFM Tis^ ^ aiT^ ^?ft ^ ai^*Tf^ ^ ^ aipft 
’gif^ ^liif^ ^ ^ RR*rt«( jr^ ?ftRra araf^ ^ ^ ^ I ?ii1^4>i<hcft ^ 
wH ^?raR ^ ^airtR aft? w ?^ ?ei^ 

^ ddIKH ^ aif^ rlRId ?iRdRd ^?*ft ai^^ cfR ^ ^ 

<ft1Rm aR ?5i % 1 ■»TH^ ^^toT^ ^ ^iRi(Mci>d\ ^ ^ 

thI^ ftj ^ oir*ra aiwe-ft ^ ?i^ ?nft airaw* aft? Ift?^ aiR^ 

^ I 

^|f^<t,|4id1 ^ ’TRd ^ ^ ^ ^ fftMdl ^ I ^lfq|*I4>d^ ^ 

TTRti ^r ari^ v*iI^*K ^ ^?^ ^ ^ aft? anrft jracRiro aft? efinJi^Ssf* 

awPTdRift ^ nw>^? jfteilPleftl^ 'm ^ aft? ^ifdif^i^ ?5q ?ftt^ aiRiw ^ 
^ JlMPidl ^ ^ ^»ft^ ^?RR ^ t I ^Ilft(hl«*>dl ^ ^ 

a^RII ^RRd ^r M>^cRft«Id ?^ ?^ Mloft^ld ^ Rpft ^ 35000 T^TO^O 

^ afR ?i^ A^H\’\ ft nf^ 10 siRrm- 15 MRl^iid a5t ^ TR ^ ?^ t I 

?Fift eftPri*>e?I ^ ^ ^ ^ dtoftk aral^ ?if^ ^ ^ ^ 4 ?r 

arai'tdReh ?R ^ arf^ aft? ai?41^i4 ?^ l 

^ 3ir*iM^ ^ ^ ft?i^ ?dldi 'lA*! 5110 RiPl^'is aft? ftti’ft rri ?ft*T mo 
feiffto ^ aiHiidih ^ tefft MRd iUMKiefl ^1 51?^ ^ I ^ apijo^ ^ 

(Wftf^ ^ ^ ail^lld4> ^ HJMitIcft ^ aiftf^Id 3f^ ^ IR^ =1^ I 




[MPii—TgTTffi] 




7 


% ^ ^ 3010 ^ 

^tfe ^■<iVj ^ 3ft^ ^ ^ KJ^iq W 3fT*lRT 

# I ^ ^ ^nt^ratn'^ ^ ^ ^ 

tel ^ tejrfw ^ 31^ angte ^te % te^ te 

anteft ^ ^ ^ ajk ^ snten^ ^ te^naft ^ 

^ 3r«w t I xJtMWij>i ^ afrf fite aiRtfttw 

^ jira ^ ^ aft^ ^5^^ ^ ^ ^ te 

^ arraicRilr ^ te tef^ 3mra^ ^ ^re^i ^ 3 r^ ^ % 

^te^^ ^ anrt^Rf 3f^ iR^^tef «^^^3ipntr^ TR^rra^ft 
^ ^ ar^fte t I 

6. ^ifto te HT^ ^ srftite tero? $ - 

^ne^rM ^ tk^ ^mor 3 jto titoMci ^ w 'Stht 

t aRRT*^ HUct^i ^ 3I^?TR ^(trll aik ^ BFRT IRT^ 

’ft ^*11 ^if^v I TiaVi eii^ia ^ ^ aft? ft 

3RRl^ ^ ^ <[cRT ft amft ^ fftqft^ ^ ^ ^ I ^g=T^??RR 

^ ^yjm^n ft^ ^ ft^ te ^ ^ I ^ •geftTT ^ ^ 5 »Jr??n ste 
aft^aniftt cipra ^ ai^R^a^ tjcu ^^?iftftft te I 

7 . ft?rft ^ te Ht^^e ^ Trfftft^ ^ ir^FR ft- 

arpiM ft ^ ^ w»r wte ^eM ^ awswft ^ ^ 

^ ^ fftrft fftft^ ^ ft utete ^ ft 1 ftte oqra?i^ w 

ft ?rift w’TR gji ft?[ ft anw ter ^ ? 5 r ft I aw: 7nfft<f*T^ ^ ?rm 
ftft ^\ Iftxii? ^(j> ^ ?ftrn 1 iftft ^Nrft ft ft ?rift ^5^ teft ^ ftt 
^ ft ft ^irteiaKrt ft ft> ft^ ft^t v^nft ?ftft ^ ^ 

^ ftt E2fH ft ?«ft ^ ^3rfftq> ^ ?tet ft fft 1 ^ ftft^ cficT ft 

te fftft^r ^5?ft ftt ^vifTO ^ Tw^ ?fnc^ c^re: ft arrft? ftft ftt fftrfft ft ftft ft 

I ara: aft? ^nteni»<ft ft te ^ft^n fft ft ^Iftti/ 

^’TTsft ft\ ftl'jni «ni^ I 

w. fftftjraft ft fftwi? 

8. ft?Tft f'teft ft^jlte’T Hi^^e f^rfftft^ ter^? ft?nft ^ ^-ftfite[ 

^WT?o aft? ft?ift ft^ Tjter WT^ tei^? ^ mR Jtm ^1 

i.ft?T^ f?eft ft^^lte’T Mi^^e f%»iT3? ^ Tifftft^ fftnii^vw ft- 
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1 . % ^ . 3naf$io ^ 

^ ^ ^ R<ild ^ ^cHI ^ ^ 

\idim "SCT ’tilHl-*! ^e*l rJ^MlcW clMld ^HraK ’•R 

W ^RkIT t I 

2. ^ pirnw ^ ^i^ ^ flrmg^ ^ wir^ ^ ^ 

^ RfelR»ilt t 3(k % 31^ ^ ^ 'HI*II-q 

’H^iyd'31 ^ ^f^iy ^ I 

3. 1^ ’iR?! ^ifer TjftRn triri 3frf 3Rr ^ 

^t»iR ^ ^ aft^ f^rmg^ ^ •imr ^r 

3nr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ % i aici: 

TRTOPjo xj^ ^ w*iT?f 3fR ^ ^ ^ ^ wn^ 

^ ^PRT g^i ARM ^ ^ 1^r?l 

f^TlK f^4l «IIV I 

4. 1IFSI ^ ^RI^ m ilRIR ^ ^ ^ 

3lf?[T5SrPlcI IRTRIT ^ aif^ ^ I 3RT: ^33^ WTT^ ^ 3IPIRT 
Rc^R 3ft^ 3(igw* t I 

5. xaitewRit ^ PR3T ^ airaifei t ^ 

tR inegM xjffg ^ arti^narft ^ ^ ^ fcT^ 

trittcf ^ w xifT ^jrhit 1 

6. lintel ^ 3R^ g?t ^ ^?i^ ^ ^ Ri 

'Hgi^ 4^11^ ^ Hl^ ^ 3IRT ^ t 3<hf ^ 
Mgif^RI ^ t I 

7. gif^gji ^ HRM«wi TR Timf^ irmg ^ ^r*»f, 
;3 cMitfT ^fr?ra ^ ^?im rtri alk ^itr ^ RPra % i 

SRIM "g? ’ft RRH t Xf^ 3WRI ^ 

^ ^ g7V an^ ^15 xir^ ^ 1 ^ ^ 

XTHT RT yi<t7dl f 

8. ffti3Ri^ gft mR»ii^ ^ irgg^ ^ ^trt fftgw ^ger # 

^ I 

9 . xftfcTJftR ailcHIl^^ ^ ^ ^ Xf^RRT ^ Rt '«4^ 

g^ai t ^ f$i^r xii^ f I ucftgj ti^ ^ anift 

Bi?TRg afrr anffra? xrf^gft ^ Tjgj aiRg dfttw ^ttiT I 
Wffg> iRi xtxfm ir ^ ^ ^ ^ 






C^l— _ vm TTsm: _9 

^ ^ 3lf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ f^fcl ^ cRJlftj ^Rt annif uf^^i 

313® 3#k 3rf^ CM ^ 

^iw 5fffcf»r anrani -aft ^ 

^ % 1 

(n) ^ ^4>d mi. ^ 3lf^t^ f5f»q3RiK t ' 

1, 1^%r^T?wJtoMcro'm^^^^cqi^^i3jg5qT^ 'vjcqT^ % aik 

aiR^rt^ fJio ^ ari^ire’’! cm x?^ itrst ^5 roi xfcmf^qiR w tf ^d 
^Rqr ^ cnftj ^ ^ qr^ft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^irat^ %, ^ *Rm 

^ I 

2. q>^R!«qcf M’lfciqlct ^ ^MR iir*T 1B200 T?qo^o^toxf>T ^ 

^ 10 3ff?RlcT - 12 3lf^ iri^cIT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 1 iJlfxlcmchdlaft ^ wu 
«Rcn3lf ^ ^ 3/t^ ^ RPiH xjxmRr ^ ^ m) 

Wptrtw t 1 ^mtei ^ ^ xjip jffs 3lk ^ ^ ^roi 

<nftw«n<i'i cpT?n w qm ^ ^ 3 t?!: ^ qpr 

aiRira ^ 1^ ^ ^ 3fRW9Hfi t I 

3 . HT^iienRrt ^ tttw 37,000 xj*io^ ^ cmcn t, 

cWlR 3I*Fft Wf^?FRR»r^ lF>Tfe=m|!f ^ ^ ^ 

5PRfi witqr ^^5^ cjj T^ ^frasRRq^ ^ fSR3^ f^ ?fr 

^ ^ Jf^m^ ^ f^h5ofTT%T ^ ^ I 

4, ^ virtiq ^ ftRfild 1^ xsn^ ^ ^ 3f®q 

^ I ^erad q^cM^^w® ^fta^DW^tq initq ^ anm ^ 1 w ^ ^0^ 

Ti^l’T m (^M«i qRd ^ ^ ^ t 3Rrtd ^R#^33RT afrf qr^ 

q^Rq I imft qfcjrE^ qmrtil ^ ^ ^tqt cT^tgit ^ iRitq ^r t, ^? 3 qiq tr^r 
4>t d«nPt qj^l^33Rv q^lP^q q^ ^r vr^qr^ 3't>mdT anq^^jq^n % 

3(k nft 3lRwq5dT ^ ^t qfqfc^ qqr^ $ I 

5 qiftci»ic*»d\ ^ q? qid ^R? ^ ^ ^ 

3lk sniqi^d McqK alk siant^ Bdnq % t q>cM^q^ 

qiMlc* ^. 3ftxR^ 5tTqqr§« (i^03?iD) ^ ^qqtq ^ amrR m 3wit 

xjsft^ftq 3n4w^5?r x^jiqa ^ ^03i1o ^ ^ qtfc^*Rl xftosito) 

awrar q)«flq< ( ^oaftoafk ^teito ^ ^fT#qq>) qqr^ qn^l ^1 q? ^ q^qr 
^ q^qd qqq ai^lRcht ^ aqqid 3sn^ qr^ Tit qifcRfr® sjsiqr 
xfqstJXRRrfto, qrfeRhd % ^qo%:p?cio dcqiqq qn 3ftedq 
^^qjq #qt qffpRfrcr 1 1 


1 K 44 cn/ 2 noi- 2 
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6. ^ ^ ^ ^ 4?fr 4 3IRRT HRTT ^ ^ 5[4 

t gRT 3fT^ ^ 

^ Ber ^5ncTT t i 4t 4 34^. 3ftsr ^ 4 ^ 3raf^ 

4 4 tbRwi 3ira>^ ^gd 4 ^ 3/hr ^ w fowl'd 

^ 1?^ ^ 1 araRT , WtT ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^?Ti}^ arpncf^ ^ afrf ^rr im 44 4 ^ ^ gr4 ^ 

% I Ti^^ 3 i 4^ 4 4^ f^WRT affraitfi i^r ^ an^ t i ^ t 

?nl^ibi4T4 gRT 3iT^ f|j4^ 4 iRjRra f 41 di^Q^ a^mr 

J[T€Tto 414 4 J[RT 3ft^ it ^ ^ rM I 

7 . 453^1 ^F 5 zr arifto 4 434 sfiRdl 4 ^c 4 iR Jif^ci 3 wra Tifl i 

^RRd 4 '}t.3?^.a4. 4 3iT7i]4i ^ 4t.W3iR ^ 4 tri ?4 ^c4 4 

afjM 4 I 

8. ^ ^mtoi3nrt 4 ^iHi^ ^ f43JRT4 4 f^i? 14c^ 4 ^»Tcra amiR f^ 
ti ?nteRRi^ 4 Md3i 44 4 ^ 3 it 3>4. 4 f4 a?f43R4 4 w? d3R«i 
t I Tf^ 3 r 4 41 aRr*i4m Pl4d3> 44 4 ddirg 4t ?iT»m Pw>id4 413Tf4?n 33 t 
44 ^ I an44 41 ai^iid^idi 3>r dr^^Rnil 3 >t gRi ^ <*RErr414 ^ i 

9. f4 ^mtem54 41 4.4. ^f44oi ^ 3 ?r?r ^ $ 14 ggnfe w 

4 41w4 RFid w 4.4. m ddngd ^4 3 r w i ^ 3T?r 4d 41 w41 

f4 4.4. 4 1^ f4R ^44 1 , 50,000 tJI.tj. 4 3443? OTdT 4 
44 11 

10 . 14 ^nf43?i3/4 14®4 41 h 34 4 15 3rf4^ 33 tr? 3r^ ^ ^ iiM 

3R4 4 W3 ^ t i 313^ 14 4f4s^ 3TaTR 4 ddTIg 4 ^c4 4 4150^ 

41f ^3^4^ t I 

11. 14 4w Tl41d 4dT 114 4^333 >x 4 4 1^d33 ^ ddJ (1^1-34^ ^*4^4) 3^1 
WIH ^ 34 14d33 3T3 4 ddr ^4 4 Wq ^ERl 4 t 4f 'dPTH 4 
3II3W 4 33d^ (hIcI 44 4 dAd 41 3div 44 alW 44 4 41 ^pt 4 ^cf3T 14^ 3n4 
4 3?Rni t 1 

12. 14 ^ 3Td 33 34^ 3^143 34 t I 414^1'^^ JRTR 34 % 14 W.^ 4. 
4 33313 gM 3Tf^333?4 34 RDORdl H3(14l ^ t I 

13. 14 3lf^*53i4 41 31341 ^ BldRI d3^134 4 3?RD? 3B 3 4 3iR 4 3T?I 4 
^ ^ 3?3?dT t afrf 3 4 Bd41 efT3JRdT 4 34 d^ 14 ^i^Id 3Td3 4 3f^ilRfel14 
4^^;qR3R3R^^ I 

ni, 4 d 4 4*r 3 i<?f 1 ? 4 RT 4 ^R 3 iirf^ 1cf14^d # 313 ^ 33 4^433 143 J 133 ? ^ ~ 
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1. 3ni^ infect) dtr»^«t>i ^ri f^ ^ ^n«T ^ 


2. iTTf?r 3lk ^WTftcT ift^flPraJI ^ ^ f 3lk 

■qr^^tq «iHK ^ ^3qq5t ■qrq % ^ ^ qr^ ^^ qjrq qr^ ^ 

w^ ■'t<fiq>i 4 ^ f I 

3. 1% \3Mtt)l ml^qid q>t q§Tj|4 qiT qi4t ’ft 3?]^ 

^ ^ t I 

4. 41v^ta qp?^ ‘♦x?I<i>Ri 4^ qrfcnft^ 4R^ ^ 3n4>R qfcJ q4 

16000 i?qo^ ^ 3IM qRT % ^ ffte^ ^ ^ prjwq 11 - 12 % ^ 

3RT: qi4t qft aiRRllr ^ JTlSiq ^ ^ ^ I 

5. fft^ ■q^ ’iqi^ 4^4ifftq>d-« fcTfft^ <i^5Pq qft ‘Riq 

qi^ t I yqici*i) qft ani^ oytj^i4di, ^5W ^tqp?q aft^ 

30®^ McMiqd eRdT q^ aqqiRd t i ^ ^ if 

^ qft ift qpd q^ ^ qq? f, 4 qi^v^d ^ asq ift "^Rfld 

^q^ ?qj ft lift ft I 

6. fftj aanlft^ ftsr ft fft?g ft xjq5 ^ipfri ft4t ^ ^ ft aft? ?qq i <^dq i ofqqq 

^ qrf^ ^ ^ W( ^qfq ft qRd qi ^ 

qq q51 "Wl ft T?%?n IWHT ft jrqf^ 

^ 3f«f^ arfft^ qft ft aftr ^ q^q? ?fP»d ft ^ 

fftftq qrqft ft ? 5 q ft qfft^d qftf fft^n -di a^fJdr ft i 

7 . fft qiW’? ft q?ft ftt ft^Ri q^Fd ftq ft ^^qft ftqgM ft 
3^«^ft 35 % fttqi ftt 3R1 ^frft ft ^ tftdq>K qT?dq ft ^ 
fft^nqqf 42% ft qfTdT ft ^fft ’TTW ft qftfftd4ef "fc^ qifcjftc^ ftt 
qfft oftfti ^oqq ^ «hf dqft qR ft arefta ftq afR aiR ftqsRm ft?ft ftt 
^'iqi ft oRqq 1/^ ft I d'ici‘4 ft 3ft^ fttft apR Iftnj ft 

^qftqdiaft ft tftn? cifm ft Ifty > 511 % ft aqftlqdiaft ft pqqa ft 
ftrftt alk ^ ft ^qq p ^dft qftftd ^ftt 1 

8. tft t|d4Vq^ tfttftqq qft ft qjROf viT?d ft ftft qTc?l 31TJJId ft 3R]fftd ^3n 
t aft? ^dft fftB^ i?q^ qft ft FPrqq 5 % q aftftRqa imra q^i t i 

9 . fft qqr^ ft^ ftfftqjcqi ffti^ aftqftftq: ft} fft^nq^^ ^ ^Rft 

qqr fftji qqr t aft? f^Rift qqfttrqjRqrft aiqqi t^rqr ^ qraq? ft 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDU: EXTRAORDINARY 


9. 3TRra^ ^^raterfeft TI^ \raY»fi 3RI ffewir Twfi ^ 

^ 31^ ^ df^ ^ ^ ^ % I ^ ^ 

^ ’ft mdT ’RR t vRW fftdTT ’RIT I tMf anft W@T ’ft d%l 
wn ^ ^ ^ TR dft ^ ^ I 

10. dFft f^<lld<t»l ^ R«|[d<t>X «jt ^ft*RT '««t4) <fdd W ^ ^ ^dl'J 

^ f, ^ ’TWcft *R 3r5#r ^ tR ^cid f^Rnft ^ ^ 

f^dR R><ll ^fEpiT I 

(^ f^uw w Rn ^dCTigafty^BWRTiw^i^^ \ 

11. viffsft ft fft^RT#?! ^ ’^3m>Ifft^ W 3000 ^ 4000 d4> 4>T 

^R^4R 'Kil4» ftlfdftJd" ^?HT ’RIT ^ I ^ ^ft’IT ^e4) 

aftiftft i T t, : aiGsn^r ^ 9 ftft 3907.20 t d?ci gft^o tor ^ t 

fWl f<J4W aiKim ^ 3907.91 afft? 3907.99 ^ W ftt fft^JT w t I 

ft virai fftRji t fft> ^00^ ^ % d«nfft, 

fftf^ ^ ferq »Rlftd 0^ '41^ f^ ^ t ^ ft?R0r ftt ^OHiJ 
^ tow ft alto ^57 ^ ^ntoRPdt Wf alto! too tro 

«n aft7 ddlYmO ^ ^ ^ ^ to ^itoR tor ’RO l 3RT; 

aitoift toi'f ^-siT t fftj toRto ^ ^ ti? toToi 

3ft7 Tto ^ ^ 4m 5fiT tor ^in Tmmi ft ^rfttoor 

cft^R Titftdmi* ft 3^7 ft ^ ^ TR^ft^ ift ?R9ft 4iatoft 
dft! ft I 

12 . ^Ttoi^mfeft ft ^or fft>?iT ft d 74 i ^ dcmto 4 ?^ w^r ^ ^ 

4 ft 3m4T 4?T ft tofti ftft 4Rft ^aft ^ to 'tmm 4^ ^ftftt ft i ^ 4m 

dcuft ^*Tft fftj ^I(fft4>f4m^3it gRf ddllfftd 'JtMlc; 3it7 31RrfftcT BdlT^ 4ft 
WTH ^ T^tl ft dftf ’IHI Trami ft I «tftf^4d 7^ Tto ftltoftH ft, 
3!tol^ ft ^3tRft4 3pemT ^Tlft, aftcRn?^ 4^4?RR ^ ^ 

toft ftTto ft 3T1WJ q7 ftrft fttoft arerar fttdft ftftoft w? ^ ft \ 
^Tift sfdrrarB^ ^mfttdft to ftfft 2 m to 4R4! ft fft t^t 
7m?T totoi ft aiRno to ^ "ft a!tod7 ftrfeito ftteft ftTfcTtor ft ^^lirfft 
^onftcRjciD ^171 "Odnf^ to? ^ 7 ft 3ftft4m7 ftWi ftf^rtof ft 1 57! ’rmft ftt 
intoift 5R! ftm ftt ^ ft I toto m antor 45 ft to fttoto! 

12 





1 —-gro 1 ] 
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^ ft? ^ ^ Tiite 

% ftf^R 5Rr ws fti^ir tnar ^ afr? ara-. qfiM ! i*<^<y> 

^ W ^ ^ ’THT ^ W^TT t I ^ ^ ^ WtTT 

f^iRd n5t ^iRf Ri Tpn ^ ^n*TR # awwT 
3R?r nicft ^ ^jpei-^ w R>aff ^5 IHt ^ ^ 

^ ^c«n^ aft^ ^rfiSf^iir 3^ ^ ^ awrar ^ ^ ^ Icpj 

liRT wnfei w»TH aft^ aF WHR ’fTRcf amner tor 
^ ^ ^ JWJR l|5V 

ant^ ^ ^ fcTKj ^ imm 1^ ^ ^ i aR: % 

RqlRd 1^ % airaRT a?t ^^ ^Rgij Rt^^rr 

TR>R^ <R^ f 1 

w. 

13. ^RT^ fotfitfe (FO'ftoq^) 5RI aft 1^ ^ it 

^ FR xic^Kcb t, ^ntei Fm ^ t I 3R: ^sftF a5t afR ^ 

<flfft<w ^ RjV ^ t IaTcuar 

^ lift ajRR/PriftF ^ =1^ 11 ^itoftfia ^ ^sm Rra*ft ^ 

5 ( 3 )ai^^ a^t aik ^ ^nf^<w ^rr 1 ^ ift airarf 

fmihn ijpir. ^ a(R frr 

14. ^ qRt 9(4^(l)^ ^ ai^^lR WIM ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 4^ ITRTtRft ^ alkarnTR ^ ift 

Pl4d<t> ^ a ^ft itaiT afrf ^ ^ ^ ^ I 3 rt: Mif^dii^ UF 

♦iH^ ^ Rj 'tiy afR \Jimn ^ R>'tH ’ft RRftraj % ^ ^iw 

^ ^ dFd aiftf^ «iT afhf w«ft ft 

R2R 6(8) aiT^ ^ t I 

15. inter® ft WIT % Ri 6^cw is^ arftR^i ^ ift^ite aisifti ft^ ^ 

^>tea?r aRiftt, R«-t?lft fftr awftt teteT iMt f, ft fftft?ncRi aft 
tefftd teiftt ft a^RT ftan ft 1 aranar ^ Fas a® 

aftft ftvft ^aar a^ ftv 4 ) ft fftfft vjiTat ft ^aftta ft eiiai ^ ^raRn ftJ I 
fftate ft anwa tecr ^ aft? a ftt aft ^Tr»ra ^ ?j4w ft 
fftar yajiR ^aai ftft ^ RftlJ ftt F?g 3 aft ft I "^nai 

TTT^ ai^ ^ fftaRoi a^ft ^ Rixj 334^1 Rate aft a^teftt wn aat ft 
aft? Mitei^l F?T Rate ^ Rnj a ?rp^T ?Ra aiftRw ft srar Ratelt ^ 
vRftad tea 6(8) 3 ft ar 3 ?n? amft wn ^aar^a anaaaft ^ ajim? a? 
Rte teaftft I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec.I] 


16. ^ aperf^r ifm 

^ ^ 3rf^^TliTT ^ ^ ^ 

w’M, ^rrer, ^ ^f%e f^. w, 3nf^ c^ ^ ^ 

MRd w*ld ^ ^ to ^ t ^ 
f«F^ tor #. ^ ^ #% 

R^iVf* »wi«Rft a ^ iif^ ^ ^ ^ ai’WiiT^ ^ t 

I aivirai w to?ra7 ^r ar^Fft iw^, aitoifta «niar ^ 

3Rr m xjcqw-i, ^ to ^f*ra ^ auto 3#t^ ato 

xCThw oim/totT tot ^ wi ^Ir im«r anf^ ^ ^ ^ to # i 

^c»to ^ pinra ^ 1615^ ^ toft 4t irasR ^ ^toi ^ ^ 

^cFT ini ^?rtaT ^ ^ ^’T? TR lara iw ^ i toRi#^ wn^aft^ 

sHT ^ tot ^ ^er if ^ to w t toRs 3 

3(t^ r ^ to af i t to % I »fe*M f to airoto/f^towi 

to to ^ wTto ^ ^xRi 

toto BRi to ^th ^ ^iHT ^ ^ I ara: iir?f^ 

^ ^ to inf^to ^ toi^? ^ to toto ^ t?pi^ ^ 

tonr 6 (e) ^ ai^;^ tiMd<« ^ ^f to ^ 
tor t I ^wtPr, ^t^ |to toto fto^? ^ 

^ R'^itd ^e*r a#K "^rai Riij ■*R ^Pirat^ ^ ^ kH^Jj 

^iP!^ ^ ^ntot ^ ^ ^ to wfi^i ^ errar ^ ^ i 

17. totto/aiRito BRi ^ to to ^ t R? airatolr ^ ^ 

toPr ^ ^ to to tot ^tht ^ toto ^ 

^ in^ ^ to t I ^cMttooatoo w ^ apito to 
GWd^E mi to to^ # toFT mtor^ ^ ^ aRi tot t ’ft 

GMci<si ^to to ^ aij^d wi % tofw ^rft ^ # 1 ’IF TPni 
w ^ ipitof ^ 31^ i I ^mifft, to ’ipi ^ ^ ft ft 

me*i iuPSn ^ fftpfto 35to ^ feiv ffttoi to ’irar aft? \j’«tt>i 
ftoraft ^ to to aitoR ^ to tot^ ^ 

ffttoto/arrarato ft 3im to BtoPi ft ^ to ^ i b^th*! ^ 

airaR TR fto^ Rto ^ to pra'm^, ?Tgto fttRi, 

’KR?i*m3 (ftft g^ra » i) ^ ^iRtn aft? ^iPTTto? to ^ i 

^RT^ Iftto ^ #m ffti fttR aiffttop 

ft ^ziT tor ^ fftto>i to aifftjnito ^to t aft? ’ne’i ft^ ffttot ^ 

«ft?r, totot ^ afjto - 1 ft ftor ^’Tm % i 3n?f^ra? totot ^ ^ 

to toiM ’rar ^nto RnnaF? ft t - 


18 . 





[MFTI—lawffl] 


Wrf^TT'im : 3T«mKU| 
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^/^^nf%(T 

Pl^fd«J»/ Pfirttll 

ine-f inrSfiJ ijfciwd 




’^UV’BOW 

yr4f Plait'd* 

46.01 

^NR 

rN r 

42.19 

<Jq 

ynff 

38.60 

(iiifgy 

ypft Pf2iftR> 

32-27 


F. 

19. MISHM ^ 11 ^ PlHI^'WK oSRWT t- 

(l7 M % fR ^ ^TPT^ ^i Pl^ inf^RiT^ 3JT^J 

f3r«E^ ^ ^Ir ^ arniit^ft ^ «if*lci 

f^ ^3^ ^ Jaf^ ^ # 3P!nTr e# ^ wr«T ^ 

13i«raT ^ ^ ar^«ri^ Fm an^ t; 

(ii) nfir, 

^ afir 3fr? la^ Btsfm ^ WJRT ^ 3IT^ mcft 3(c!H^ 
wmr 3ft^ 3n?n?ft aRt ai ^ w f^tjfw 

^nfer aiRiFEft ^ ^»TrF, tr 

imw 3ft^ ^ ^ TR ^ 3n?fRft ^ 

Tnim ?!wjf STR ^ ^ 3^5 ^ 

n^I^IRdf^fjsi<^i ^ i’ 

20. w ^Tf^ 3fmfr ^ irm qy ^ 

JTRf ^ ^ »IR«f yPTH ^ ^ ^1 mfel «MRt 

if ^ «j5^ ^5^^ ^ t 3wm w ^ aniiTcif ^ 3RF} if 3P^ 
^ # I ^nya ^i ^3effiT TR wa ^ ^ ^ 

Hifiiw^ aftyaiRctilf iRf^Wff^ ^ ^ 

inrw f ?mi v^m^r-r, f^ inf^ ?Rnt^ i 


wf^ ^ atwidH 

21. ^ ?RZff ^ 3imR tR ITRIT W ^ 3lc^ yw^ ^ ^ ^ 

rPSpt 2 irf^ ^ yftiTT ^ 3jte ^ t ^ ^ 

t ITR^ ^ ^ % 3iRRr ^ irm iff i^wr ^ 3rf^ ^ t i 

3ii4Ri1 ^ iTRT^ ^ yra^R an^cR iff ^ ^ 

w ^ 3ik ITR^ ^RJR ^ ^ ^ Trfcf'^^.fil W^ f 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


^ 3it^ ^ gjsifir ^ I 

22. fWprf^fS ^ ^ ^ t % ^ arrrf ^ Tjgp ^ ^ 

^ ^nR[ ^ ^ 3 iRntff TR ^rsiR 3 ia. ^ ^ arai^ ^ 4 ^ ^ 1990-2000 

4t 83.72 Hf2l2W 4t ^ 91.73 nft^lcl 4 W ^ I ^ 

3TWW4S 3W^ ^ f^Rd ^ ^tRI ^ 4 ^ 3R3 ^ ^ 

4t <i^i4di ^ anfo^o^o ^ ^ 

tT ^ f^m^te: 3fT?mfi ^ nmi sfi^ arf^ ^ ^ i 


^ 4 adrar^ tr ^rir awi - ( ^ aiPiT^i <»>i H^Rid ) 


4 ^ 

“V 

?f4^ ^ ^ 3 IRId 
(TRO 4) 


JlfclWd !?nR 

1990-99 

235012 


98 59 mRI^W 

1999-2000 

1983.15 


83.72 irf!r?ra 

315 ^. 2000 ^ 2001 

1631 97 

1779.97 

91.73 


^«l«6 4 ^wmii Vf WWt 3171 ^ ^*n*I 

23. 4^nf4 Pi'Mleif^d 'HI'{<4I ^ ^f^*id ei^ii wi 4 an^md 4 ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3TRT?ff cTRIY ^ 1999 2000 4 19,43 ^ ^ ^ 

4<c'4jY ^5im 3T4f^ 4 4^4 22.08 Jlf^I?RT 4 "HTIT t I 


4^ 

Sllilld (1?^I040) 

^c1 ■HIM 

ilf?|!fld !?I^J't 

1998-1999 

2350.12 

8900.58 

26.40 TlflRR 

1999-2000 

1983.15 

10207.21 

19.43 Jlf^TSra 

3I4^R2000^J^2001 

1631.97 

7390 16 

22 08 Tlf^Wd 


iJcMIdH 3^br ?RdT 


24. ^ 4rd 4(4 ^ ^ 'Sire ^ 3rat^ 4 4 ?h ddu^d sit? •saVi 

cRdT ^r 4^ 4 514^ 4 Ti^f^^dar^T ^ ^ ^ 

4 ^ROf ^rf?r ^ I sid^ w ?^ne t ^at^T rhj44 tr 
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TRinS^J 3lk ^ ^ TIT^ I ^ TI^ xJtMl*;^ 

3 iRKr ^ ^ ^ mfer airqT^ ^ 13^ imra ^ ^ ^ 

I 


qft 

anrar (tj^io^o) 

(i»^o<9d) 

aorai 

wf^ad 

1996-09 

*** 


**♦ 

1999-2000 

*** 

««* 


3R^ 2000- 'iq 

2001 

*«* 

«♦* 

*** 


25. '^61 dit) f^i^t *Jc<ll ^ ^ Ryf^ ^ ^ ^eHI ^ ^*1cRi<D 

^ ^ x5€iVi ^Ri w ^rai f^<ji '^rm ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t»>l'«‘»t ^SfcR tl5^ pel'll ^ ^ Ply'll Jl^'M ^TPlttral cifr? 

cll'*W ^ ^ \ U? ^TcT ^ tWEJI ^1 5 ft mRciRIcI ^ f^Sl5^ *3e«i\ 

^f ^ ^ yMvjq ^ 3#? -gf I w*i 

vdtjY*! ^ <I<1I ^ idClVl ^ fcT^ 71^ *1^ ^ ^BFOSt 

^ TJc^lt ^It ^ ^ ^ ^T<I^ 3ft ^ iR ^ ^ 31^T^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ I 3R: ^?T3«I^ ^ ^ tlTS^T ^ ^jTRl ft ^ ^ tft 

^raftcT STfJM ^ ft I 



(W>^) 

teq ( RTR 

R) ft) 

- iHl^M 
(^/y^lD^O) 

1998- 1999 

♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 

1999-2000 

*** 


♦♦♦ 

3R^^000 ^ 2001 

*** 

♦♦♦ 

**4i 


rwm<;cii 

26. ^ Rthl^ ^ Rra ^?rt^ft ft tft5 ^ sif?r 

fft^ ^ ^ ft 3Trft isfft fft ft I ^ TR^R^ ^wft fftj ^ 3J^ tR^j 
ftt ft ^ -q^ ^ 'q^ ftt ft 'atft'i ^ om^ Clfft fttft ^ 

RT ^{iq^qr ft aft? MRwfm eniqi wftq ^ wnq^ ft 
^gqR fttft ^ «ira"vi< ^ifftqi §ft ft I 


.1K44 C.I/2U0)—1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 



f3jl>q clKi 'TO 

^r 

|^i*>q q>j *^trti WtS 

TO ^r 


1906-1999 




1999-2000 

♦*« 

«** 

*** 


*** 

*** 

*** 


27. ^ tlHf-ai SRT ^ ^ mCM ^ kl^c^ gWi 

^ t anr^ WMR artir ^ 

^ ^ ^ fcf^ ?nteftRrt3ft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ RTe=T irf^^4|i ^ t I ^nflici airarair ^ 

^ppiy 'R iwT 

28. ^ «ejVi ^ «if^ ti5t % 'dEiVi 

ii "ctf^ ^ t I wf^ ^ ait?ji^ tfj ^ 

^1 ?i^i*i ^ Ai ^ *i?w^ % I ^ ^ 

-'if^<\ t^ti^ TJeil ^ ^ 3«k gJJT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f^I^J v«r<T5t cRR ^ lim ^eRT ^ t I 

29. ^^Toptr ii ^ wf^ ^ imra w^ ^ ^ 

^ ^nriRi: ^ ^tm ^ ^ ^ 

wn t I ^GTITR fER ^ cTW 7 Sf^TTR gTt ^ ^ ^ I 

^mH ^ 

30. ^ j?r4T ^ ^ ti>m ci? ^ arir^r 

>ff^ ^ ^ ^ WTR ^ 31-3-2000 ^ 3T^^ *** 

^ 2001 ^ ♦♦* ^0^0 ^ ^ t. ^ ^ ^yRT ^ 

3fRta^ ^ ^ I ai^nm, f# # ^rmn ^ ^ ^ A{*^t»>^ui 

^ ^ ^ t I ^ qnqR ^ ^ ♦*♦ 

^10^ ^ '^gG ^ W'? ^ I ^ ^ qiPTR ^ ^ 

Ti^ru ^{4? 1999-2000 ^ ^cHT ^ ^fm ^ arsrf^ ^ 4^ 6i 4t 

% I 


















[»1PTI—TSTJ^ 1] 
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31. 

5R^ I cWlf^. TR 3fr?T?lf^ 

airai^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I uitor^ ^ ^ tiMdtfj 

"tnw ^ 31^^ isrfc^ y3MH«« ^ arte 

»rm*j* A Mt ^ tet % t 

arrareff ^ ^rrat 4 ^cur^tfr aft? w ff^ ^ ^ j 
^r®r'wie ^ SRt B?5f^ ^ ^ erf^ ^ f I intesr^t ^ 

w ^mcWfl wr ^ ar^r^ m tef^ ter ^rm ^ 

^ % aft'f ^rti 7j5t -diqRt ^ ^Nr aft^ wIcT ^ <gcf<i ^ 1 

^><wnc*f<i> - 

32. ^ MRci ^ ^ tRcj ^ irr^ arPTRfr «f^ 

^ lit I illl^«W^ ^ RpRfcifetT cTHlt ^ t>4M ^ <01 ^ - 

■ai. inte^;^tR^rij^^^^ajR5t3n^ it an^i^i 
6iR<ri ^ ^ I 

iriten^ ^ ^ lit ^ ^^gait ^ f^ # ^MR 

'j|?r mRd ari<iw xicil^i gKi \3?Mif^ ^^art ^ <i»«i 
irterat ^ I «riRfe?rei ^ *rT»i ^ aretft 

^ ^ ^ ^ I 3!?T: ^ ^i avifl ctRi ^arai 

t I arwite WTR ^ M?N ^ arf&rte^ M afk 

’TH^ f^tefit ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

xitMifei MifoWtci I arr^nf^R 'ARM alR ^ ^ 

«*tM 3r^R ^ ^*r$ % art< vs-^ ^rh 

efT^rr ^ I ^j'ti 3ra>R ^ <rtd arr^nfltcr 

^ awar ^ w»rR ^ yd^^wr^t ^ Rtem ^ 

fej^ te 4r^«j^ ifsm ^ I 

^ ^ te artet ^ ’RRte ^RTR ^ ^ 

ytt*!! ci<t> R><ii ^ ^ vjtiVi ^ am-^ "tj^l cTRcT 

a>t <IR 'iMi ^ alR ^i<d ^If ^y^art a5t ^ 

cTR ^ ^ mm t i 




20 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


33 ^ ^ 95 ^ crnr^ ^ ^ w^i ^ ^ito t 

f^RI^ ^ ^*<IK ^ ^ t TWI ^ ^ 3fri[ 

KjRd mRI’W'mI ^ « 16 lcft tti'MI % ^ ^ ^ ’WI*II'^I ^tl % I 

34. inf^^ ^»TT^ f W^I^ 9J^ cPTI% ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^t»RT M^I l Rd 3fk qRuiliI'M'hM ^ ^ ^ddlcHtb 

^Tmi^ w '?RfidT % w=T^ ^^iralt ^ ■^i'tiStsi <11^. ^ 
uRt^prat ^ ^ ^ I mddM w?ft ^ ^ 

^ 3ind eim <i*rnd ^irsiVa ^ ^ 

^ ^W^drait ^ rfJIMth RcfjcAj dtra«l ^ 1 

^ f ^ ^3RT^ % ^?pil^ ^ ^ 3?rara ^ 

3l^R 4i»I ^dfcPJ d»P*ll<K»K«l ^ ^SdlR ^ dMr««t<cH 

3RR ^ Ti%»n I d tpfr ^ 3r»ft ift ^ ^ aite ^ ^ 

^fi#fti 


31^ - 

36. 3IW ? d4>\ afr? ^ ^ STd W ^ tol ^ ^ 

^>»I^d Tjwfto w ^ ^ ^ait ^ Tf^*rra ddiit;«f> t afrr 
aid: Zk-^w vfto SRT ^RRd ^ t?d? TJ^lf^d^R ddTRJfJ ^ ^ 
ddd>t afrr 3iRlWj^ cf^ ^ 1^ ^jrar? ^ ^ 

t I ^l^ awidl dlfxl^l^dl d5t ^ iPIdT ^^TJxpXJ^Tft^dm^ 

4gd ^ i»*I t afk m «fTRJR ^ ^ I d^ ^ # 

^ 3Fgdd ii1d1Pl45\ alk dt^i ^ I SRI 

ddtiftd dR ^ ^ ^ ddIKH ^ Pta^Rd cTHTd afR 

mRri^ ^ aiRdd Rf^ atRdif ^ ^ dR ^ ’ft dar^ % l 

^ d^« fftrdT ’rar ffti w Tft. ^ifld 'W’ft afR 

M(R^«HI aRfd^td ^ ^ ^ tfj^ft dft ^ afr? 

^RRd Rd^d ^ ^1^ . aRRI^Id dFdR ^ ^TRI tR #1 aJIdlddft 
aft? dndlR<jidM gRi ani^ ^iRrftg? ft d? aft ’rm ^ ?i4^ d^aft 

ftdittJ 17 - 9-1998 ^ aifAHT Pl<*t>«ft gRI dHUft dft 0 aft? fRcJ^ 
ddtd , ai^f^ ^ MTO ^?ft ^ fftf^ Mlfft'W^ ^ R^ft-i-ft dd "i?RI 
^ 3RIRT ^??l ^ I 

36. dRjdd dft HllftdsRl gRt ^ dft df t I Rlddft^t 9^^ W\ dg^ 

dW ^RR^d lP?dT ^ gldd ^ ^R®I ^dtd ^ ^ glcft ftt 

fsf^ gft tfiftid ^0ft^3TTiiT?icft I dgdisqgftftwft ^ g^aft ^ ifd? 
^ ^(dnggs t, w 4id MienM tftgftli ^ dgd giRd airarali ^ jrfft RR*»i 
3ntei^0 ?fSd ^ drai ^?ft ^ Rrft ddiiggft ^ aifftg>Kgft ftt 
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^raiR ^ I ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3^f ajRiR ir W^ ^ c!t^ ^ ^ uf^ ^OT^RRW t I 

ararm af^i 13 ^^ ^ ^ afrardi ^ ^fifJlci 

^ amm %e^ ^ ^ ^ aik ara: ^ Tjf^ ^ ^ ^f ^ Wd ^ ^ ^ 
^ ^ ^ fll'tiPTtbdl Rlil ^5?flif^ ’IR^ afl^flte dR^RtWfeft <i^t 

TjJS ^ ^ ^ ^Rcr« # I ara: dftxid>nj>tfl ^ W 3i?gg^f m 

^ feT^^ TfR^rlto^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Trail 

31^^% I f^dRi^M ^ ^n^ra ajk 3 Ri imr^ d>i 

RR^ 'im Hitor^ fliW'ft ^ I ^ 5 ^, ^ traT ^ 

T^g HRrq] imi &. ^ ^ WTf?><jii^ ^ ^ ^d€?riT 

cptf iiftlRtr ^ ^ ^ Rifiid airai^ tr wiiRi to ^ 

^ ^ f^ ^ ^ ^Odi 3ira *n I ^RRd ^ Md 

aind 3RR{^ ^ ^ ^ Mltel^ 

t McW ^ ^ dlHM ^ ^ ’TRd d^r d^af! ^ ^ 

3T^ Pr^l^d ^ ^>dT ^ dm dTRRq ^ ^ ^I’SkR dR^ ^*R} ^IF 

Wlftd ^ % f^ f^fi^ , miRR ^ ^PlTRl ^ ^ ^ I 

:S. f^Fd)^ 

37. ij^[dd TR f?NR W^ i> ^tRdfd Hli^ml^ R7 f 

i) ^ dit ^fll^rdTcl m Md, 

f^xH-^H did ^ d<4f^ dM^dd ^dJITO ^ dt^« f^ ddl %, W(f^ dTRlRl 

^ did d>tdd tR tor ddl t; 

ii) dR^ dFJ^d dit J!lf^ ^ ; 

in) 5lfl» 'dd^ ^ ^ difei anm^ ^ d>R^ ^ t, 

38. d^ ^ 5ff^ d^ ddFd dR^ dt?d aifcld ^ 

dd> d<4^ ^?sf} ■?) 'tCldi dTfcfSfVtS andT??i aH^ld 

dre^rM cRthi arrdTddi dd^ t l sifted? gR? f^idtf^ wd dif^R 
dTRldd ^tddTtfit dTlIdT ddT t" I MlfEldd^ (Tldd ^ dlf^R ^ dW? aisM 
dd^ did dldd^jJ) d5) df^ d5t telf^ dR% dil >rdTld t 

dl^ ^IdT dndl t ^ dFl^l di1 fU dTcft tsfcl >tTdTk1 ^ I 

srf^ dil f^fdhof dR^ ^ JldtdTwS andld) d|d ^ d^ ^RdT Wd 3ra1?l 
^ PldtRd d(f^d)rdid) didPl^ Clf^ ^^tdd #/ dm dR^ 

dd jrdfld ^ I 

39 . dd^dR Ulf^dl^l t^dvlRd dR^ ^ aif^ M'foi ddi ^ ^ 
TJR 7^ amdT dFI ^ Pldffc^d fiJdRT#! “dcdl^ ^ Rr«ft aiTdTcfl dd RRdiR 
gRT fd ddd ^ dn^ d5t dfT^ dT^ aif?rg;ddi d5t dT^ ^ anlcm dicd^ft 
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oPmiT ^ I ^ ^T?PT 3 ^ 

^raJcfi ^ ^ ^ 3FtR - 



Pl<lIf14>/'dtMI<;4> 

tld'fif^i JiRy ^oSo 3 i4R«i5) ^oJ-; 

(1j 


(3) 

'Cj'»q 3lilR4>i 

wft f^^dif> 

1804 



1804 


?nft 

1604 


■tr*fl Md3i 

1804 


40. ^ ^ afrarat ^ ^ 3iftf^,i9e2 ^ 

w 3ii<^d ^ ^ jrik 

3if&P»^nT iaf75 ^ 3 , 3 ^. 8«.9 9^ ^ (tm cnmj ^ ^ 

s. gn^ ^ af^ 

41. UKPrifi ^ ^ ^ yifi^ ^ ai^^Ror 

f^<ll 'Jll^'^Il:- 

(^) jntor^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ui^ ftait?>r<n aurtf^ 

gfk^ ’?^gT^ Pivfjif! ^ f^rTRf^ ^mpn 1 

^) Hrf^ifjr^ HR! armra^ ^nf^ra^r^fifeit ?wt 3RT ^ tnfM 

^ 31^ ^ f^EST ^ ^ t ^ JIRf^rn^ f^'if ^ cTT^ ^ 40 ^ 3fqT 

3ni% 3R^ ^ t I tl?»f 3RI TIT^ ’ft ^ ^ 

H^K ^ ^ 40 c^ iftcR 31^ f^WT^ if ^ ^ I 

(>i) 3nf^^ ^ ^ 3^5^ ^ ^ aw^R TRH 

^ ^ ^ 3R^ ^ 

(H) TwW^ ^y^TT 30^ ufM I 

(^.) 3ifir*T ^ Fitw ^ ^ ^ 3imw3» a«ft m i 


Tjr^.-eft, Pjf^ Ulf^J^ 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties) 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 14th December, 2001 

PRELIMINARY FINDINGS 


SubjectAntl-dumpIng Investigation concerning imports of the Flexible Slabstock 
Polyol of molecular weight 3000 to 4000 originating In or exported from 
the USA, Japan, European Union and Singapore—Preliminary findings. 


No. 41 / 1/2001 -DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
as amended in T995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles 
and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof; 


A. PROCEDURE 


2. The procedure described below has been followed.- 

i The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), 
under the above Rules, received a written petition from M/s 
Manali Petrochemicals Ltd. (MPL), on behalf of the domestic 
industry, alleging dumping of Flexible Slabstock Polyol of 
Molecular Weight 3000 to 4000 (hereinafter referred to as 
subject goods or FSP) originating in and exported from USA, 
Japan, Singapore and territory of European Union (hereinafter 
referred to as subject countries); 

ii) The Authority notified the Embassies/Representative of the 
subject countries in India about the receipt of dumping 
application made by the petitioner before proceeding to initiate 
the investigation in accordance with sub-rule (5) of Rule 5 
supra] 
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iii) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 21*‘ September, 
2001 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating 
anti dumping proceedings concerning imports of Flexible 
Slabstock Polyol falling under Chapter Heading 39.07 of the 
Customs Tariff Act. 

iv) The Authority fonwarded copy of the said public notice to the 
known exporters, importers, users, industry associations and to 
the complainants and gave them an opportunity to make their 
views known in writing. 

v) According to sub-rule (3) of Rule 6 supra, the Authority 
provided a copy of the petition to all the known exporters and 
Embassies of subject countries in India. 

vi) The Authority sent questionnaires, to elicit relevant information, 
to the following exporters from the subject countries: 

1. M/s. SHELL EASTERN PETROLEUM (PTE) LTD., 

SINGAPORE - 239 920 

2. M/s. BAYER POLYURETHANE ASIA (PTE) LTD, 

SINGAPORE -189 721. 

3. M/s. SANYO CHEMICALS, JAPAN. 

4. M/s. BAYER POLYURETHANE ASIA (PTE) LTD, 

GERMANY. 

5. M/s. REPSOL QUIMICA S.A., SPAIN. 

6. M/s. THE DOW CHEMICAL COMPANY, TEXAS - 
77541, USA. 

7. M/s. THE DOW CHEMICAL COMPANY, TEXAS - 

775720-585, USA. 

vii) The Embassies/representative of subject countries in New 
Delhi were also informed about the initiation of investigation 
and were requested to advise the exporters/producers from 
their countries to respond to the questionnaire within the 
prescribed time; 

viii) The questionnaire was sent to the following users/importers of 
subject goods; 

1. M/s Aagosh Polystyrene Foam Pvt. Ltd., Chandigarh, 

2. M/s Arvind International Ltd., Calcutta. 

3. M/s Banmore Foam Pvt. Ltd., Banmore, Distt; Morena (M.P.) 
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4. M/s Cozy Foams Pvt. Ltd, Chantupada, Palghar Thana 

5. M/s D P Foam Pvt. Ltd., Pondicherry - 605 101 

6. M/s Dura Foam Inds Pvt. Ltd., DADRA NAGAR, HAVELI 

7. M/s Diana Foams Pvt. Ltd., ORISSA - 757 043 

8. M/s Devi Polyurethane Pvt. Ltd., Tondedumala, Taligatpuri 
DIST-NASIK 

9. M/s Inkay Foam Pvt.Ltd., Village Khekra, Tehsil Baghpat 
Distt. MERRUT (UP) 

10. M/s Feather Foam Enterprises Pvt. Ltd,, NOIDA - 201 301 

11. M/s Foam House (India) Pvt. Ltd., MIDC Talao 
MAHARASHTRA 

12. M/s Feather Foam Enterprises Pvt. Ltd., 

SILVASSA 

13. M/s Joy Foam Pvt. Ltd., Ranipet. 

14. M/s Juhi Foam Pvt. Ltd., KHARAR (P.B.) - 140 031 

15. M/s Kurlon Ltd., Bhubaneshwar - 751 031 

16. M/s Kamal Foam, Pondicherry - 605 009 

17. M/s M R Foams, Hyderabad 

18. M/s Multiv\ryn Foams Pvt. Ltd., Calcutta - 700 016 

19. M/s Modern Foam Udyog, VillageKakka, Ludhiana 

20. M/s N L Foam Industries, Ahmedabad 

21. M/s Matson Foam Mfg. Pvt. Ltd., Village - Nandoli 
District Mehsana 

22. M/s Panama Polystyrene Products Pvt. Ltd., Ghaziabad 

23. M/s Pallivi Foam Inds. Pvt. Ltd., Noida-Dadri Road (U.P) 

Distt: Ghaziabad 

24. M/s Poly Foam, Chantupada, Distt: Thana 


3844 01/2001—4 
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25. M/s Prabhat Polyurethane P. Ltd., Pondicherry. 

26. M/s Pratap Polyurethane P. Ltd., Calcutta-700 001. 

27. M/s P.U. Foam Pvt. Ltd., Calcutta - 700 007. 

28. M/s Raj Leather Cloth Inds. Pvt. Ltd., Distt; Sonepat. 

29. M/s Sheela Foam Pvt. Ltd., Ghaziabad, U.P. - 201 101. 

30. M/s'SSF Industries Ltd., Patna - 800 004. 

31. M/s Sheela Foam Pvt. Ltd., Kalol Talukakadi, Noida (UP). 

32. M/s Tirupati Foam Ltd., Distt. Mehsana 

33. M/s Tirupati Foam Ltd., Taluk Kalol 

34. M/s U. Foam Pvt. Ltd., Hyderabad-500 018. 

35. M/s Surya Foam, Pondicherry 

36. M/s Aparna Polyproducts Ltd., Jaipur - 302 001 (Rajasthan). 

37. M/s Soft Foam Industries Pvt. Ltd., Medchol Ind. Area, RR 
District 501 401 (AP). 

38. M/s Madras Polymoulds, Mylapore, Chennai~4. 

39. M/s J.J. Foams Pvt. Ltd., Distt; Ghaziabad (UP). 

40. M/s M H Polymers Pvt. Ltd., Dadri, Distt. Ghaziabad, U.P. 

ix) A number of importers/users have filed response to the 
Initiation Notification. M/s Shell Eastern Petroleum (Pte.) Ltd., 
Singapore, M/s Bayer Polyurethanes Asia Pte. Ltd., Singapore 
and M/s The Dow Chemical Co., USA among the exporters 
have responded to the Initiation Notification . 

x) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the 
evidence presented by various interested parties in the form of 
a public file maintained by the Authority and kept open for 
inspection by the interested parties; 

xi) ***** in this notification represents information furnished by the 
interested parties on confidential basis and so considered by 
the Authority under the Rules; 

xii) The investigation covered the period from 1“‘ October, 2000 to 
30‘^ June, 2001; 
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xiii) Copies of initiation notice was also sent to FICCI, CM, 
ASSOCHAM etc., for wider circulation, 

B. PETITIONER’S VIEWS 

3. The petitioners have made the following major points in their 
submissions; 

i. They are the only producers of the subject goods. 
Therefore, they have the standing to file the application 
on behalf of the domestic industry. Further, the 
petitioners are not related to any importer/exporter of the 
subject product. 

ii. There Is no known difference in Flexible Slabstock 
Polyol produced by the Indian industry and Flexible 
Slabstock Polyol exported from Subject countries. 
Flexible Slabstock Polyol produced by the Indian 
industry and imported from subject countries are 
comparable in terms of physical as well as chemical 
characteristics, manufacturing process & technology, 
functions & uses, product specifications, pricing, 
distribution & marketing and tariff classification of the 
goods. The two are technically and commercially 
substitutable. The consumers are using the two 
interchangeably. Flexible Slabstock Polyol produced by 
the petitioners and imported from subject countries 
should be treated as like article in accordance with the 
anti-dumping Rules. 

iii. The exporters from subject countries have booked 
orders for significant quantity through their Indian 
agents. Significant material has already landed at the 
Indian ports and substantial material is understood to be 
in transit. The domestic industry is incurring huge losses 
and should the present trend of imports at dumped 
prices continue, the domestic industry may have to close 
their facilities. 

iv. The landed price of the imported material is significantly 
below the selling prices of the domestic industry. 
Further, should the exporters from the subject countries 
continue to offer the material at the present prices, the 
domestic industry would be compelled to reduce their 
prices further and lose significantly. Already, the 
domestic industry is being forced to reduce the price due 





28 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— ^Sec. 1] 


to dumped imports and offers made by the imports from 
the subject countries. 

V. The producers in the subject countries are understood to 
be holding significant capacities for the subject goods. 
Thus, large-scale imports are imminent, should the 
dumping not be checked at this stage. 

Vi. The dumped imports of Flexible Slabstock Polyol are 
causing injury to the domestic industry who is also facing 
a threat of further injury from large imports likely to come 
in near future. 

C. IMPORTERS’ AND USERS’ VIEWS 

4. The submission have been made on behalf of M/s Sheela Foam Pvt. 
Ltd., M/s Feather Foam Pvt. Ltd., M/s Soft Foam Pvt. Ltd., M/s Bharat Foam 
Udyog Pvt. Ltd., M/s Multivyn Foam Pvt. Ltd., M/s J.J.Foams Pvt. Ltd., M/s 
MH Polymers Pvt. Ltd., M/s Welbros Foam Pvt. Ltd., M/s Arvind International 
Limited, M/s Kansaf Foam Pvt. Ltd., M/s Fylfor Comforts Pvt. Ltd., M/s 
Tirupati Foam Ltd., M/s SSF Industries Ltd and M/s Joy Foam Private' Ltd., 
which are as under:- 

(a) That it is the considered opinion of various technical experts that the 

viable size of Polyol Plant is in the region of 80000 MTPA. The 
standard tec’ is the Styrene Monomer/Propylene oxide (SMPO 

Route). Only with this technology and the aforesaid capacity can a Polyol 
Plant be commerccilly viable. Any reduction in the capacity or change in 
technology, would automatically lead to very high costs of production. 
However, the Petitioner’s plant has capacity of only 14000 MTPA and 
does not employ SMPO Route technology. That the Petitioner’s 
production process and the utilities are technologically obsolete and are 
not commercially viable and as a consequence the price of the product 
manufactured by the Petitioner are unrealistically high. 

(b) That due to the inferior technology used by the Petitioner, the quality of 
Flexible Slabstock Polyol is materially and adversely affected and the 
same in turn affects the manufacture and quality the downstream 
products using Flexible Slabstock Polyol as raw material. 

(c) That by its final findings dated 17.09.1998 the Directorate General of 
Safeguards had imposed safeguard duty in respect of Flexible Slabstock 
Polyol. That in the present case the domestic industry is deliberately 
attempting to abuse the machinery of the Hon’ble Designated Authority to 
derive an undue advantage and unwarranted protection to itself. The 
domestic industry has failed to make such necessary commercial and 
operational measures as were required for it to become commercially 
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viable. That the Petitioner \Nas granted a period of 18 months for positive 
adjustments. That the domestic industry should not be allowed to take 
undue advantage of their own inefficiency especially when the alleged 
injury is entirely due to its own inefficiencies and does not have any 
relation whatsoever to the import of Flexible Slabstock Polyol. 

(d) That the Petitioner is a multi-product company and manufacture 
Propylene Oxide, Propylene Glycol, Di Propylene Glycol, Tri Propylene 
Glycol and DCP and DCIPE apart from various categories of Polyol. In 
the circumstances, it is extremely difficult to ascertain the fixed costs 
allocation to the Flexible Slabstock Polyol. The Petitioner must clearly set 
forth the apportionment of fixed costs and overheads proportionate to and 
in respect of the manufacturer of Flexible Slabstock Polyol. That the 
Petitioner has failed to demonstrate the same. 

(e) That the production of Flexible Slabstock Polyol by the Petitioner is not 
regular and is seasonal i.e. Flexible Slabstock Polyol is not manufactured 
throughout the year but is manufactured in trenches. In the 
circumstances, the Petitioner should not be allowed to allocate fixed costs 
component spread over the whole year while the article is manufactured 
for a limited period. That the Petitionei;. has deliberately failed to disclose 
the said facts and is seeking to take undue advantage by apportioning a 
higher costs of production in respect of Flexible Slabstock Polyol. That 
the Hon’ble Designated Authority should direct the petitioner to provide all 
necessary and detailed data with respect to its cost allocations. 

(f) That the Petitioner is the only manufacturer of the product in India. That 
the Petitioner has filed the present petition to consolidate its monopoly in 
India and to avoid any competition from technologically superior and 
commercially viable imports despite its operational and commercial 
inefficiencies. The total capacity of the Petitioner is woefully short of the 
demand of Flexible Slabstock Polyol in India. The demand for Flexible 
Slabstock Polyol in India is around 35000 MTPA and is currently growing 
at the rate of 10%-15% p.a. 

(g) That the prices of almost all chemicals and plastics have exhibited a 
downward trend during the past year including the period under review. 
However, the Petitioner has deliberately omitted the mention of the same. 
It is further submitted that the normal value claimed by the Petitioner is 
high while the international prices are much lower and is evidently highly 
imaginary and unsupported while also being factually wrong. It is in fact 
the prices of the product manufactured by the Petitioner that have 
remained unrealistically high and unviable. 

Out of these importers. M/s Sheela Foam Pvt. Ltd. and M/s Joy Foam Pvt. 

Ltd. have submitted information in the prescribed Importer’s Questionnaire. 
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The information is incomplete as both these firms have not submitted the 

requisite annexures to the Importer’s Questionnaire. 

5. M/s Tirupati Foam Ltd. submissions are as under;- 

That they have been using a special grade of heteropolyol voranol 
3010 from one of the reputed multi-national manufacturers and the 
said product is imported by them directly. This special grade polyol is 
presently not manufactured by the domestic producer. That they have 
sophisticated manufacturing facility which demand special technical 
requirements which they are not able to get from the domestic 
manufacturers. The domestic producers has protection of customs 
duty and special additional duty and any further levy of duty would be 
detrimental to their business. 

The company has submitted some information under the Importers’ 
Questionnaire but have not submitted all requisite annexures as 
required under the Importer's Questionnaire 

6. M/s DP Foam Pvt. Ltd. submissions are as under:- 

That the domestic polyol industry seeking protection against anti 
dumping should be asked to maintain quality at par with international 
standards and should also be cost effective. The domestic industry is 
not doing any cost analysis and are fixing their price compared to 
international price. The quality of their material varies from batch to 
batch. The domestic industry should maintain quality and have a 
pricing policy according to their cost of production. 

7. M/s U-Foam Pvt.. Ltd submissions are as under.- 

That the issue of a local industry being placed at disadvantage due to 
low prices from imports is not particularly applicable to this Product but 
practically all goods being imported into the country. It would 
therefore not be a good idea to give protection to the Petitioner. All 
small scale industries who are hard pressed for liquidity would 
continue to patronise the products of the Petitioner even though their 
cost could be slighjtly higher in view of the fact that the small 
enterprise is in a position to order in small lots rather than invest for 
container loads. It would be wise for both local industry as well as the 
Petitioner to work out on suitable / mutually beneficial cooperation. 
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D. EXPORTERS’ VIEWS 

8. Responses have been received from M/s Shell Eastern Petroleum 
(Pte) Ltd., Singapore, M/s The Dow Chemical Co. USA, and M/s Bayer 
Polyurethanes Asia Pte. Ltd., Singapore. 

(I) The submissions of M/s Shell Eastern Petroleum (Pte) Ltd., 
Singapore, are as follows;- 

i. That M/s Shell Eastern Petroleum (Pte) Ltd., Singapore 
made only marginal sales in Singapore which are 
minimal compared to the exports and therefore, normal 
value of the said products can be determined on the 
basis of the cost of production. 

ii. That the producer in Singapore has several advantages 
with regard to the cost of production and they share 
common facilities and logistics with other products. 

iii. That their company exports the majority of the said 
product in the Asic Pacific and other regions including 
India and sells only a minimal amount of its total 
production in the domestic market at Singapore, the cost 
of production of the said product in Singapore with 
addition of SA&G overheads and profit be considered as 
the basis for determining the normal value. 

iv. That the market of the said product in India is greater 
than the total installed capacity of the Petitioner hence 
import of the said product is absolutely imperative and 
necessary. 

v. That the petitioner’s case is based on extrapolated 
information which cannot be considered sufficient to 
meet the requirements of an anti dumping investigation. 

vi. That the information submitted by the petitioner cannot 
be considered as accurate as the same has been 
obtained from secondary sources and are 
unsubstantiated. 

vii. That the primary impact on the profitability of the 
petitioner is due to the cost associated with the 
production plant and the cost of the raw materials. It has 
further been argued that deterioration in just one or two 
indices cannot be considered sufficient to substantiate 
the allegation of material injury. 
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viii. The description used in the definition of the product under 
consideration is too broad. 

ix) There are several methods of producing Polyol Oxide 
which is the feedstock for the subject goods. Each 
method has a different set of production and economic 
dynamics. The process used by the exporter has an 
advantage over the Chlorohydrin process used by the 
petitioner as the process adopted by the exporter 
converts the major raw material i.e., Propylene into the 
finished product more efficiently and has less waste. 

(II) The submissions of M/s Dow Chemical Co., USA are as follows:- 

i) That the applicants M/s MPL are the sole producers of 
this product in India and the sole reason of their taking 
over erstwhile Spic Organics Ltd. is to establish 
monopoly to enable them to dictate terms to the users, 
all of whom belong to small scale sector. 

ii) The market demand for Flexible Slabstock Polyol is 
16200 MTPA and growing (g 10%-12% p.a. The 
Petitioners have plants of small capacities and also 
manufactures different grades of Polyols for different 
applications. The Petitioner being the sole domestic 
producer does not have the capacity to fulfill the demand 
and the balance demand needs to be supplemented by 
imports. 

iii) The Petitioner has an approved / licenced capacity of 
37,000 MT of Polyol, however, in order to continue with 
its monopolistic activity have done nothing constructive 
to increase their capacity utilisation so as to discourage 
new entrants in the field. 

iv) That the product of Dow is different from manufactured 
by the Petitioners. The said product is used in 
manufacture of Flexible PU Foam. This PU Foam is 
manufactured by two methods in India viz. Continuous 
foaming and box foaming. Although the raw material 
used for both these methods are similar, the continuous 
foaming method requires high product quality and more 
importantly consistency in specification from batch to 
batch. 

v) The Petitioner's claim that its product and the imported 
product are identical is not the full truth. In Flexible 
Slabstock Polyol, depending upon the use of Propylene 
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Oxide (PO) or a combination of the same with Ethylene 
Oxide functional group (EO), Homo Polymers (Only PO) 
or Hetero Polymers (combination of EO and PO) are 
made. It is pertinent to note that majority of the Dow 
Polyol or FSP being imported from US is Hetero Polyol, 
whereas the majority of that being produced by MPL is 
Homo Polyol. 

vi) That the volume of imports have decreased significantly 
from the subject countries during the last three financial 
years. That the data collected by the Petitioners is only 
for seven months which is then extrapolated. The sale 
of the product being cyclical with the month of April, May 
and June typically being the slump period, the 
extrapolated figures are highly inaccurate and cannot be 
relied upon. Moreover, even accepting Petitioner’s 
extrapolation method, subject imports have decreased 
both in terms of absolute quantity and in market share. 
During each period, subject imports have decreased. 
Secondly, the data submitted by the Petitioner is 
collected from secondary sources, which may not fit with 
actual, or data from primary sources. 

vii) That the subject imports from USA have not affected 
prices adversely. The CFR price for imports for the POI 
into India is in line with the prices in the neighbouring 
countries. 

viii) That the Petitioner have proceeded on a totally 
erroneous basis for arriving at the normal value. The 
inability of the Petitioner to collect price data of the 
exporting countries which is available with many 
agencies makes their exercise of constructing cost of 
product in the exporting countries an exercise in 
imagination. The Petitioner’s claim of unavailability of 
price data is absolutely baseless. 

ix) That the PO manufacturing facility of the Petitioner is of 
a size that does not allow for production of PO at an 
economically viable cost. It should be noted that world 
scale plants for PO are typically in excess of 1,50,000 
MTPA. 

x) That the Petitioner has been able to realise a healthy 
price increase of 15% over the last three years despite 
the product prices remaining relatively flat in the 
international market. 


3t(44 01/2001 —? 
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xi) That the Petitioner appears to have compared the 
inventory of pre-merger entity with post-merger entity 
and the increase in inventory is primarily due to 
corftparison with peek and slump seasons rather than a 
sign of Injury due to imports. 

xii) That there is no justification/justifiable evidence that the 
profitability of the Petitioner has been affected by the 
import of FSP. 

xiii) That because of their in-house problems, the Petitioner 
can neither increase its share nor improve its 
profitability, even in the absence of alleged dumping. 

(Ill) The submissions of M/s Bayer Polyurethanese Asia Pte. Ltd., 
Singapore as follows; 

i) That they are regular suppliers of the said product in 
India for the last 25 years backed by their most reliable 
technical support. 

ii) Their products are backed by well known and 
established technology and have a consistent demand in 
the Indian market and are well accepted in the slabstock 
foam market in India. 

iii) That they never had intention to cause injury to the 
Indian Slabstock Polyol market. 

iv) That the current Indian Flexible Slabstock Polyol Market 
size is around 16,000 MTs p.a which has been growing 
at a double figure growth rate of about 11-12% for the 
past three years. The domestic production capacity is 
not enough to meet the growth demand, therefore the 
shortfall has to be met via imports. 

v) That the domestic producer. M/s Manali Petrochemicals 
Ltd., has been seeking protection continuously. The 
economic viability of their operations depends on 
efficient production process and a larger economic 
production capacity. But unfortunately they have not 
been able to achieve either in the last three years 
despite of the fact that a safeguard was imposed to their 
favour. 

vi) That there is a general global slowdown of the economy 
and prices of almost all polymers in general are* under 
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pressure. The trend of pricing of Flexible Slabstock 
Polyol for India has been consistently at par or higher 
than prices prevailing in the Asia Pacific region and as 
such cannot be reflected as specific case of dumping 
into India. 

vii) That the Indian market already has the highest 
protection duty in the Asia Pacific region i.e. , 35% basic 
custom duty which actually cascades upto over 42% with 
the addition of other duties. Whereas, the per capita 
consumption of Flexible Slabstock Polyol in India is 
lowest in the region being almost 1/20^^ in comparison to 
China and other developing countries. Any further 
protection will increase costs to the consumer and 
hamper consumption growth / industrial growth of the 
segment. 

viii) That the imports into India have also been effected by 
the escalating exchange rates that have an additional 
impact of about 5% in the last one-year. 

ix) That Manali Petrochemicals Ltd., and Spic Organics 
have merged to form one company and have adopted a 
monopolistic attitude. The respondents presence in the 
market restricts monopolist practice and protects 
consumer by encouraging fair pricing 

E. EXAMINATION AND FINDINGS BY AUTHORITY 

9. The submission made by the importers, exporters, users, domestic 
industry and other interested parties have been examined and considered 
while arriving at these findings and wherever appropriate have been dealt 
hereinafter. 

10. The cases of new exporters or those stated to be willing to give price 
undertaking shall be considered, on request, by the Authority in accordance 
with the Rules supra. 

F. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE 

11. The product under consideration in these investigations has been 
considered as "Flexible Slabstock Polyol of Molecular Weight 3000 to 4000". 
These products are classified under Chapter Heading 3907.20 of the 
Customs Tariff Act but the same have also been cleared under Chapter 
Headings 3907,91 and 3907,99. The exporters have claimed that the product 
description is too broad. However, no substantive arguments have been 
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advanced to indicate that this description covers any products more than 
what had been intended by the petitioner and thereafter accepted by the 
Authority for the scope of investigation. The Authority therefore considers 
that the description of the product under consideration is precise and 
accurate. It may be mentioned that the customs classifications are indicative 
only and are in no way binding on the scope of the present investigation. 

12. The petitioners have claimed that the goods produced by them are like 
articles to the goods originating in or exported from the subject countries. An 
issue has been raised that the product produced by the petitioners and the 
imported products cannot be considered as like articles. It has been 
contended that in Flexible Slabstock Polyol, depending upon the use of 
Propylene Oxide or a combination of the same with Ethylene Oxide 
functional group, Homo Polymers or Hetero Polymers are made. They have 
further argued that it is pertinent to note that majority of the Polyol being 
imported from US is Hetero Polyol, whereas the majority of that being 
produced by MPL is Homo Polyol. 

The issue has been examined by the Authority. The basic objection of 
the exporter's is that the Polyol Oxide, which is the main feedstock for the 
production of the subject goods, is obtained by different methods and, 
therefore, the '•esultant Flexible Slabstock Polyol cannot be considered as 
like articles ray be mentioned here that the tests of determining whether 
any two producis are like articles or not, inter alia include the determination 
of whether the two products are technically and commercially substitutable or 
not. No arguments have been advanced nor has any evidence been 
forwarded to substantiate their argument that the goods produced by the 
domestic industry and those imported into India are not like articles. The 
Authority, therefore, has determined that the goods being imported are like 
article to the product under consideration. 

G. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

13. The petition has been filed by M/s Manali Petrochemicals Ltd. (MPL), 
who are the only producers of the subject goods in the country. Therefore, 
they have the standing to file the application on behalf of the domestic 
industry. Further, the petitioners have neither imported the subject goods nor 
are they related to any importer/exporter of the subject product. The 
petitioners, therefore, satisfy the criteria of standing to file the petition on 
behalf of the Domestic Industry in terms of Rule 5(3) (a) of the Rules supra. 
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H. NORMAL VALUE, EXPORT PRICES & DUMPING MARGINS 

14. The Authority sent questionnaires to all the known exporters for the 
purpose of determination of normal value in accordance with Section 
9A(1)(c). However, none of the exporters from European Union and Japan 
responded to the Authority nor have they furnished any information. The 
Authority, therefore, holds that none of the exporters from European Union 
and Japan have cooperated with the Authority as envisaged under the Rules 
and Rule 6(8) is attracted in their case. 

15. The Authority observes that the exporter from USA viz. M/s The Dow 
Chemical Co., who has sent their comments, has not sent its reply in the 
prescribed proforma of this Directorate. Further, they have not submitted any 
information which can be made use of in the investigations. The exporter has 
merely submitted some reports without giving any information with regard to 
either the normal value, export prices or the cost of production. For the 
purpose of determination of individual dumping margin, the said exporter is 
considered as non-cooperative and the Authority shall proceed on the basis 
of the best information available to it as per Rule 6(8) supra for this exporter 
as well as for other exporters from USA. 

16. From Singapore two exporters have responded to the initiation 
notification viz. M/s Bayer Polyurethanes Asia Pte. Ltd. and M/s Shell 
Eastern Petrochemicals Pte. Ltd. As regards M/s Bayer, no details regarding 
export price, domestic sales price, cost of production, adjustments regarding 
freight, insurance, credit sales, discounts, etc. have been given in the 
prescribed format. As regards M/s Shell Petrochemicals Pte. Ltd., Singapore 
who has filed the response, it is observed that the said exporter has failed to 
provide any non-confidential version of the appendices to the Exporter’s 
Questionnaire. Further, the Exporter has not provided any details of their 
sales/credit arrangement, installed capacity and production of other goods, 
the allocation of plant and machinery for the product, incidence of interest 
with regard to their cost of production/export sales, etc.. There is no 
indication of any kind of finance charges in the cost of production whereas 
the balance sheet shows that the Company has incurred expenses on this 
account. The reconciliation in respect of sales of the product under 
consideration and other products as required for Appendices 3 and 7 have 
not been provided. The information in respect of related companies 
specifically relating to trading/manufacturing companies have not been 
provided. It is therefore observed that the response submitted by the 
exporter cannot be considered as a complete response. For the purpose of 
preliminary findings, therefore the Authority has decided to use the best 
information available in terms of Rule 6(8) Supra in case of all the exporters 
from Singapore. 
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17. It has been argued by the exporters/importers that the information 
supplied by the domestic industry with regard to imports cannot be relied 
upon as accurate since the same has been obtained from secondary 
sources. In the absence of availability of data from DGCI&S, the Designated 
Authority has been consistently relying upon the information made available 
to it from other sources also. This practice is entirely consistent with the legal 
position. However, as a part of the detailed investigation, the Authority is 
making use of the information received from the participating 
exporters/importers to arrive at the export volumes and values for the 
determination of dumping margin as well as for injury assessment. Further 
adjustments has been given on account of freight, marine insurance, 
commission, port handling etc., to arrive at net export price on the basis of 
information available. 

18. The principles governing the determination of normal value, export 
price and the dumping margin as laid down in the Custom Tariff Act and the 
Anti Dumping Rules are elaborated in Annexure 1 to the Rules. The dumping 
margins arrived at for the purpose of preliminary findings are as follows: 


Country/Territory 

Exporters/ 

Manufacturers 

Dumping Margin 
(%) 

USA 

All exporters 

46.01 

Japan 

All exporters 

42.19 

EU 

All exporters 

38.60 

Singapore 

All exporters 

32.27 


I. INJURY 

19. Rule 11 of Anti Dumping Rules reads as follows; 

"Determination of Injury: 

i. In the case of imports from specified countries, the 
designated authority shall record a further finding that import of 
such article into India causes or threatens material injury to any 
established industry or materially retards the establishment of 
any industry in India; 

ii. The designated authority shall determine the injury to 
domestic industry, threat of injury to domestic industry, material 
retardation to establishment of domestic industry and a causal 
link between dumped imports and injury, taking into account all 
relevant facts, including the volume of dumped imports, their 
effect on price in the domestic market for like articles and the 
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consequent effect of such imports on domestic producers of 
such articles and in accordance with the principles set out in 
Annexure II to these rules." 

20. In considering the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is 
considered necessary to examine whether there has been a significant price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the like 
product in India, or whether the effect of such imports is othenwise to depress 
prices to a significant degree. For the examination of the impact on the 
domestic industry in India, the Authority considered such further indices 
having a bearing on the state of industry as production, sales, stock, 
profitability, net sales realization etc. 

Cumulative Assessment of Injury 

21. It is observed from the facts available on record that the margins of 
dumping from each of the subject countries are more than the 2% limit 
expressed as % of export price. Also the volumes of imports from each of 
the country are more than de minimis. Cumulative assessment of the effects 
of imports would be appropriate since the exports from the subject countries 
directly compete with each other and with the goods offered by the domestic 
industry in the Indian Market. The Authority, therefore, proposes to assess 
injury to the domestic industry from the subject countries cumulatively. 

Market share of the imports from Subject countries 

22. It can be seen from the following table that the market share of the 
imports from the subject countries as a percent of the total imports has 
increased from 83.72°/o in the year 1999-2000 to 91.73% during the period of 
investigation. Since all the importers or exporters have not provided the 
information in the prescribed format, it is quite likely that the actual quantum 
of imports may be much higher if the imports from the ICDs particularly at 
Delhi and bulk shipments at Kandia are taken into account, the information 
on which is yet to come and shall be taken into account in the final findings. 


Market Share of Imports from Subject Countries (% of Total Imports) 


Year 

Imports from the 
subject countries (MT) 

Total Imports 

% share 

1998-99 

2350.12 

2383.72 

98.59% 

1999-2000 

1983.15 

2368.65 

83.72% 

Oct 2000-June 2001 

1631.97 

1779.07 

91.73% 
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Market Share of Imports from Subject Countries (% of Total Demand) 

23. As would be revealed from the following table, the market share of 
imports from the subject countries as a proportion of total demand has also 
sharply risen from 19.43% during 1999-2000 to 22.08% during the period of 
investigation. 


Year 


Total Demand 

KQEBSHli 

1998-1999 

2350.12 

8900.58 


1999-2000 

1983.15 

10207,21 

19.43% 

Oct 2000-June 2001 

1631.97 

7390.16 

22.08% 


Production & Capacity Utilization 

24. It has been observed that despite the marginal increase in the 
production and the capacity utilization of the domestic industry during the 
period of investigation, the domestic industry has incurred losses due to poor 
price realization. It is therefore clear that the domestic industry could retain 
its customers and market share at the cost of suffering on the financial 
parameters. Thus, the apparent increase in production as well as capacity 
utilization has to be seen in the context of the price effect of the dumped 
imports. 


Year 



Capacity Utilization 
(%) 

1998-1999 

*** 

*** 


1999-2000 



*** 

Oct. 2000-June 2001 

'kick 

_1 

Iriiit 

ifk-k 


Sales Volume & Value of the Domestic Industry 

25. As regards the sales price, there is some marginal improvement over 
the last year but it has been claimed by the domestic industry that the 
increase in price is due to fall of Rs. as compared to the $ and the increase in 
the cost of the major raw materials and fuel. This is also reflected in the fact 
that the losses have gone up despite marginal increase in the sales prices. 
At the same time, it is the claim of the domestic industry that it is not feasible 
for the domestic industry to increase their prices despite increase in the raw 
material prices precisely because of dumping. Thus, there is enough 
evidence of price suppression on account of dumping by the subject 
countries. 
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Year 

Sales Volume 
(MT) 

Sales Value (Rs. In 
lakhs) 

Unit Price (Rs./MT) 

1998-1999 


«ilrVlr 

*«* 

1999-2000 

**■* 

■k-k-k 

k-k-k 

Oct. 2000-June 2001 

*** 

kkii 

kkk 


Profitability 


26. An examination of the records of the domestic industry indicates that 
the domestic industry has suffered serious injury in the form of direct losses 
per unit of sale. Thus, it is apparent that it is the price factor alone which can 
be considered to have led to injury to the domestic industry resulting in 
losses despite improvement in capacity utilization as well as production. 


Year 

Sales Value (Rs. In 
lakhs) 

Cost of Sales (in 
lakhs) 

Proftt/Unit 

1998-1999 

-k-k-k 

*** 

kkk 

1999-2000 

-kk* 

*** 

k-k-k 

Oct 2000-June 2001 

•kkk 

*** 

kkk 


Price Undercutting 


27. It has been claimed that dumping by the subject countries has had a 
significant impact on the net sales realization by the domestic industry for the 
subject goods. To hold on to its market share, the petitioners had to compete 
with low priced and dumped imports of subject goods from the subject 
countries. The landed values of the dumped imports also indicate that there 
is price under-cutting taking place. 

Price Underselling 

28. The Authority has also examined the claim of the domestic industry 
that the domestic industry is suffering on account of direct losses. The 
Authority notes that price underselling is an important indicator to make an 
assessment of injury. The Authority has worked out a fair selling price and 
compared the same to the landed value to arrive at the extent of price 
underselling. 

Employment 

29. The employment figures also show the effect of injury as there is a 
drop in the employment level despite the fact that it is usually not feasible to 
reduce manpower due to the existing labour laws. 
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Increase in Inventories 


30. The domestic industry has claimed that it was not able to sell its 
products in the market due to massive dumping. This is also revealed from 
the fact that the inventory in one of the two plants had increased from *** as 
on *** MT as on 31.3.2000 to *** MT at the end of June 2001, an increase of 
over three times. Further, they have been already forced to cut down their 
production due to the huge pile up of inventories. The inventories in the 
second plant are also at a very high level of *** MT. The overall increase in 
inventories taking both plants together show an increase of 61 % during POI 
as compared to year 1999-2000. 

31. On examination of the evidence, it has been found that there is 
marginal increase in production, sales, and capacity utilization of the 
domestic industry. However, the domestic industry is suffering losses on 
account of low priced and dumped imports from the subject countries. The 
most significant parameter evidencing injury is the price undercutting and 
price underselling as per the evidence available with the Authority. 

The volume of imports in relative as well as absolute terms has gone 
up. Market share in the total demand also shows an increase. The above 
factors clearly show the injury being suffered by the domestic industry. On 
the basis of the evidence available before the Authority, it is determined that 
the domestic industry has suffered injury and is suffering further threat of 
injury during the period of investigation. 

J. CAUSAL LINK 

32. In determining whether material injury to the domestic industry was 
caused by the dumped imports, the Authority took into account the following 
facts 


a. Substantial imports of subject goods from Subject countries at 
dumped prices has resulted in losses to the domestic industry. 

b. The authority also observes that there is a single market for the 
subject goods where dumped imports compete directly with the goods 
produced by the domestic industry. Demand for subject Flexible 
Polyol is showing a healthy growth. Decline in demand is hence not a 
factor causing injury to the domestic injury. The imported product is 
sold to meet the similar commercial grades and standard 
specifications, as domestically produced Flexible Polyol. The imported 
subject article and the domestically produced goods are like articles 
and are used for the same applications/end uses. Thus, pricing 
becomes the most important factor determining purchase of the article 
from either imported sources or domestic sources. 
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c. The imports from Subject countries suppressed the prices of 
the product in the Indian market to such an extent that the domestic 
industry was prevented from recovering its full cost of production and 
earn a reasonable profit from the sale of subject goods in India. 

K. INDIAN INDUSTRY'S INTEREST 

33. The purpose of anti dumping duties is to eliminate dumping which is 
causing injury to the domestic industry and to re-establish a situation of open 
and fair competition in the Indian market which is in the general interest of 
the country. 

34. The Authority recognizes that the imposition of anti dumping duties 
might affect the price levels of the products manufactured using subject 
goods and consequently might have some influence on relative 
competitiveness of these products. However, fair competition on the Indian 
market will not be reduced by the anti dumping measures. On the contrary, 
imposition of anti dumping measures would remove the unfair advantages 
gained by dumping practices, would prevent the decline of the domestic 
industry and help maintain availability of wider choice to the consumers of 
subject goods. The Authority notes that the imposition of anti dumping 
measures would not restrict imports from Subject countries in any way, and 
therefore, would not affect the availability of the product to the consumers. 
The consumers could still maintain two or even more sources of supply. 

L. OTHER ISSUES 

35. It has been claimed by the importers, exporters and some interested 
parties that the petitioner, i.e., MPL, is the only producer of the subject goods 
in the country, and therefore, the present petition has been filed by them to 
consolidate their position as a monopoly producer in India and to avoid any 
competition. Further, the total capacity of the petitioner is woefully short of 
the demand of FSP in the country and the size of the plants is uneconomical. 
It has also been argued that the technology used by the domestic industry is 
obsolete and inferior. Issues have also bedn raised regarding the poor quality 
of the goods produced by the domestic industry as well as the methodology 
adopted for apportionment of fixed costs and overheads to the production of 
FSP, It has also been stated that the international prices of almost all 
chemicals and plastics including FSP have exhibited downward trend during 
the last couple of years and that the prices of exports to India are at the 
prices prevailing in international market. It has also been brought out in the 
submissions by the importers and the users that safeguard duty was 
imposed on the subject goods vide Final Findings dated 17.9.1998 and that 
the domestic industry is deliberately attempting to abuse the machinery of 
the Designated Authority to derive an undue advantage. 


.1X44 Cil'2001-^ 
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36. The above issues have been examined by the Authority. The purpose 
of anti dumping duty is to ensure that any injury caused to the domestic 
industry due to dumping is addressed adequately. The fact that there is a 
single producer of the subject goods in the country does not, in any way, 
restrict the right of the domestic producers to claim relief from the Designated 
Authority against the dumped imports under the Anti Dumping Rules. It has 
been the accepted position that anti dumping duty is in the nature and form 
of providing a remedy against the trade distorting practice of dumping. 
Further, anti dumping duties do not propose to restrict or block imports from 
any sources and therefore, the issue of the domestic supply being short of 
the total consumption in the country, has no relevance. Also since 
alternative sources of supply are available to the Indian industrial users, the 
apprehension of the petitioner company exercising monopoly position to 
exploit the customers, is misplaced. Adequate care has been taken by the 
Authority while apportioning the fixed cost and other overheads to the 
product under consideration. As regards the issue of safeguard duty having 
been imposed on the subject goods in the past, the Authority is of the view 
that there is no bar on the domestic industry to seek protection against 
dumped imports only because the said goods had safeguard duties in the 
past. Regarding the issue of the export prices to India being at par with the 
prevailing international prices, the Authority notes that dumping is linked to 
the normal valu' in the exporting country and export prices of the subject 
goods to lr> and while determining the normal value, it has to be 
established that ihe sales are in the ordinary course of trade. 

M. CONCLUSIONS 

37- The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to the 
conclusion that; 

(i) Flexible Slabstock Polyol as defined above in the para relating 
to Product under consideration has been exported to India from 
Subject countries below its normal value; 

(ii) the Indian industry has suffered material injury; 

(iii) the injury has been caused by the dumped imports from subject 
countries; 

38. The Authority considers it necessary to impose an anti dumping duty 
provisionally, pending final determination, on all imports of Flexible Slabstock 
Polyol from subject countries in order to remove the injury to the domestic 
industry, The margin of dumping determined by the Authority is indicated in 
the paragraphs above. The Authority proposes to recommend the amount of 
anti dumping duty equal to the margin of dumping or less, which if levied, 
would remove the injury to the domestic industry, For the purpose of 
determining injury, the landed value of imports is proposed to be compared 
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with the non-injurious selling price of the petitioner companies determined for 
the period of investigation. 

39, Accordingly, the Authority recommends that the provisional anti 
dumping duties be imposed from the date of notification to be issued in this 
regard by the Central Government on all imports of Product under 
consideration originating in or exported from subject countries pending final 
determination. The anti-dumping duty shall be the difference between the 
prices indicated in Column 3 of the following table and the landed value of 
the concerned imports: 


Country/Territory 

Exporters/ 

Manufacturers 

Amount 

US D per MT 

1 

2 

3 

USA 

All exporters 

1804 

Japan 

All exporters 

1804 

EU 

All exporters 

1804 

Singapore 

All exporters 

1804 


40. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value 
as determined by the Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of 
customs except duties under sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975. 

N. FURTHER PROCEDURE 

41. The following procedure would be followed subsequent to notifying the 
preliminary findings: 

a. The Authority invites comments on these findings from all 
interested parties and the same would be considered in the 
final findings; 

b. Exporters, importers, petitioner and other interested parties 
known to be concerned are being addressed separately by the 
Authority, who may make known their views, within forty days 
from the date of preliminary findings. Any other interested party 
may also make known its views within forty days from the date 
of publication of these findings; 
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c. The Authority would provide opportunity to all the interested 
parties for making oral submissions which have to be rendered 
thereafter in writing; 

d. The Authority would conduct further verification to the extent 
deemed necessary; 

e. The Authority would disclose essential facts before announcing 
final findings. 


L.V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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